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PRE PACE TO-THIRD: EDITION 

SINCE the first publication of this book two important 

Commentaries have appeared, viz. Dr. Plummer’s 

valuable Exegetical Commentary on the Gospel of St. 

Matthew, London, 1909, and Klostermann’s most useful 

Commentary in the Handbuch zum Neuen Testament 

Tiibingen, 1909. In this third edition of my Commentary 

no attempt has been made to revise the whole work. A 

number of corrections, for which I have to thank many 

kind friends, has been made in the text, some additional 

notes and references are appended, and two supplementary 

notes on the subjects of Divorce, and of the Date of the 

Gospel, are printed at the end by kind permission of the 

Editor of The Expository Times. By way of supplement 

to what I have said on pp. lvii-lix as to the Matthean 

Logia, may I refer to an Essay on “The Book of Sayings 

used by the Editor of the First Gospel” in Studies in the 

Synoptic Problem, Clarendon Press, 1g0l. 
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PERHAPS no one, especially during the last thirty years, 
has undertaken to write a Commentary on one of the 
Canonical Gospels, without experiencing again and again, 

during the process of production, that he had undertaken 
a task which was beyond both his strength and his equip- 

ment. That has certainly been my own experience in 

writing this Commentary on the First Gospel. For a 

commentator upon this book, who is to do his work 
efficiently, should have many qualifications. He should 

be a competent Greek scholar, versed in the Hellenistic 

Greek literature, and acquainted with the bearing of modern 
archeological discovery upon the history of the language. 

He should be acquainted also with the Hebrew of the Old 
Testament, with the various Aramaic dialects, and with 

the later dialects of the Talmuds and Midrashim. If the 

writings of Deissmann on the one hand, and of Wellhausen 

and Dalman on the other, have shown what new light can 

be thrown upon the New Testament by experts in their 

own department, they have also illustrated the defective 
character of a one-sided knowledge, and have given indica- 

tions of the sort of work that may be done by a scholar of 

the future, who shall be at the same time a Grecian and an 

Orientalist. The commentator should further be a master 
of the material for the textual criticism of the Gospel, 
which is in itself the study of a lifetime. He should have 
a thorough knowledge of the literature dealing with the 
so-called Synoptic Problem, and should have formed a 

a ” 
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judgement based upon independent investigation as to the 
literary relationship between the Canonical Gospels and 
the sources which lie behind them. He should have 
studied the growth of theological conceptions as illustrated 

in the Old Testament, and in the apocryphal and apoca- 
lyptic literature up to and during the period in which our 

Gospels were written. And he should have mastered the 
Talmudic and Midrashic theology at least sufficiently to 
be able to form an independent judgement as to the 

possibility of using it for the purpose of illustrating 
theological conceptions and religious institutions in the 
first century A.D. I can lay claim to no such qualifications 
as these. Nevertheless, within the limits to be mentioned 

presently, I venture to hope that the present volume will 
give some help to those who desire to find out what this 
Gospel meant to the Evangelist as he wrote it. How 
much may here be done Dalman has shown us, but much 

still remains to be done; and it is probably the case that, 
in some measure, the secret of the Gospels will never 
altogether disclose itself to those who cannot approach 
them from the Jewish-Oriental view of life, as well as 
from other aspects. In view of what has been said, it will 

be understood that the following Commentary has been, 

of necessity and intentionally, made one-sided in its method 

and aim, and it will be desirable to try and explain the 

principles upon which it has been written. 

There are, I think, roughly speaking, two methods of 
commenting upon one of the Synoptic Gospels. One, and 

that the traditional and familiar one, is based upon the 
two assumptions, fivs¢, that all three Gospels are sources 

for the life of Christ of equal value; atid, second, that the 

commentator is in direct contact with the words of Christ 

as He uttered them (due allowance being made for trans- 
lation from Aramaic into Greek), From this point of 
view the commentator will always be mindful that it is 
his duty to elucidate and explain the words of the Gospel 

upon which he is at work, in such a way as to enable the 
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reader to reconstruct for himself as nearly as possible the 
life of Christ; to see before him the scenes being once 

again enacted; to hear, and to understand as he hears, the 
words flowing from Christ’s lips. From this standpoint 
that which is common to all the Gospels will be all- 
important. The special features of each, in so far as they 

cannot be easily harmonised with the other Gospels, will 

be treated as a difficulty to be explained away. Where 
two Gospels differ in detail, the commentator upon one of 

them will feel it to be his duty to account for the difference, 

and to try and ascertain what the actual historical fact 
was which underlies, and accounts for, the two divergent 

records, The atmosphere in which the commentator works 

will be one of effort to harmonise apparent discrepancies, 

and, so far as possible, to represent the Gospels as in 
essential agreement. 

The very important element in the Gospels which 
such a treatment of them overlooks, or minimises, is the 

individuality of the respective Evangelists. It leaves no 
room for the obvious fact that, as they penned their 
Gospels, these writers selected, arranged, compiled, redacted, 

with the intention of trying to set before their readers the 
conception of the Christ as they themselves conceived Him. 
In its haste to arrive at the actual facts of Christ’s life, 

it tends to obliterate individual characteristics of each 
separate Gospel, and to lose sight of the contribution to a 
complete impression of the Christ which is made by each 
individual Evangelist. 

Further, the assumptions by which this method seeks 
to justify itself are thoroughly artificial and mechanical. 
The Gospels, of course, are not all, and, in their every 

component part, of exactly equal historical weight and 

value. For practical purposes, the ordinary Christian may 

safely regard them as such, and he will not be far wrong. 
But it is impossible for the student of life to allow such 
rough generalisations to keep him from studying the 
Gospels in the best and latest method that the science of 
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history can suggest to him; and historical method is always 
improving year by year. Precious stones, ¢g., have a 
value for their beauty and brilliance to the ordinary public. 
But such wide generalisations as that “diamonds are 

beautiful” cannot deter the student of life from endeavour- 

ing to investigate the life-history of diamonds, and to 
discover the cause of their radiance by scientific analysis. 
And the results of his investigation, that a diamond consists 

of such and such chemical elements, does nothing what- 

soever to destroy the value which diamonds have for the 

unscientific purchaser ; nay, rather would a thousand times 

enhance their value and interest, if he understood but a 

thousandth part of the extraordinary process which has 
gone to produce the stone which he buys. 

The method of dealing with the Gospels upon the 

basis of these artificial assumptions seems to the modern 

student of life to cast an atmosphere of unreality round 

them, and to lead to results which are of the nature of 

theories without foundation in actual fact. Of course, it 

may ultimately prove to be the truth that these assump- 

tions are in reality intuitions of facts of first-rate importance. 

And that is, indeed, my own belief. The Synoptic Gospels 

are, I think, historical sources for Christ’s life of nearly 

equal value, and the reader is, I believe, in large measure 

in immediate touch with the acts and words of the historical 

Christ. The impression which he obtains of the Person of 
the Lord from one Gospel is, with very slight reservation, 
the same as that which is given him by another. In all 

of them it is the same Christ who acts and speaks. But 

these impressions or intuitions become vicious when they 

are used as grounds for treating the Gospels in a quite 

artificial and mechanical way. So far from being, from 
the point of view of the student of history, axioms with 

which he starts, they themselves need to be proved and 

justified by historical investigation. 
The fact that the study of the Gospels is in such a 

chaotic condition, is partly due to this radically false 
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method of studying them. On the one hand, traditional 
commentators have used these assumptions as a ground 

for treating the Gospels in a wholly artificial manner. By 

force of reaction the modern critic has often not only (and 

quite rightly) insisted on studying the Gospels on historical 
methods, but has also too often, and with fatal effect, 

refused to see that these assumptions are of the nature of 
brilliant intuition of elements in the Gospel, which are in 

part outside the range and scope of his scientific analysis, 

but which in some measure his analysis should have 

discovered, if he had not been wilfully blind to them. 

When, if ever, the irritating and provocative influence 

of false and artificial methods of dealing with the Gospels 
ceases to create an equally false opposition method of 
studying them, it will, I believe, be found that the scientific 
investigation of the Gospels, upon the best historical 
methods that the future can ever give us, will lead to 

results which will in large part coincide with the old 
conservative and traditional intuitions. On the one hand, 

it will be found that the sources of our Gospels are early 
in date, and that, with some slight reservations, they 
describe for us the historical life of the Saviour of Mankind. 
It will be seen that the personality of the Evangelists plays 

a relatively very small part in their records, whilst these 

agree in an astonishing degree in giving to us an harmoni- 
ous and consistent account of a unique Personality. 

No real student of life will ask, “Why then all this 

critical investigation of the Gospels, if it is simply to give 
us the old results?” and if the simple-minded should ask 

this, it is to be feared that no answers which could be 

given would satisfy him. But two obvious reasons are 
these. First, that false and antiquated methods of exegesis 

do incalculable harm to the young and simple, and to 

the coming generation of men. The science of history 
has within the last century undergone a revolution. It 

has adopted new methods of research, which are every day 
being improved and perfected. Nothing is more calculated 
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to shake the faith of the men of the new age in the 
historical character of the Gospels, than to find that the 

Christian commentator still interprets the Gospels on the 
basis of purely @ priort assumptions which should them- 
selves be first proved, and by methods which are outworn 
and unlike the methods used by students in every other 
department of history. On the other hand, nothing will 
so reassure the faith of the younger generation of thoughtful 
men as the discovery that the Gospels, when studied and 
interpreted along the lines of ordinary historical research, 
still present to our love and adoration the figure of the 
Divine Saviour, and that the efforts to prove the Gospels 
to be late and legendary growths are in large measure a 
failure, because they start from unscientific presuppositions, 
and employ unscientific methods of historical inquiry. 

And, secondly, the consideration of value must, of course, 

always be kept out of sight by the student. A very large 
part of historical and scientific research will always seem 
to the practical man to be of little immediate value. But 
the student will care nothing for that. He investigates 
because he must. And the Gospels cannot, any more 
than any other element in life, be hidden away from the 
curious search and restless probing of the human intellect. 

It will hardly be necessary to add now that I have 
deliberately set aside the methods which I have just tried 
to describe. I have zot employed the other Gospels in 
order to weaken impressions left by the words of the First 
Gospel, zor have I allowed myself to approach it as an 
exact representation of Christ’s sayings and words. 

It remains, therefore, to describe the method which I 

have adopted. 
In accordance with this method, the work of a com- 

mentator upon a Gospel should form only one stage in a 

complicated process of historical investigation and inquiry. 
The first stages of this process should belong to the textual 
critic, and to the scholar whom, in default of a better 

name, we may term the literary critic. The former should 
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give us a Greek text of the Gospel upon which to work ; 
the latter should have decided for us such questions as the 
relationship of the Gospels one to another, and to any 
source or sources which have been embodied in them. 

Properly speaking, this first stage of textual and literary 

criticism should have been completed before the com- 

mentator begins his work. But, unfortunately, the day is 
not yet when we can believe that we have a final Greek 
text of the Gospels, and the work of literary analysis is 
probably much nearer its beginning than its end. I have, 

however, reduced to as small an amount as possible the 

textual critical element in this Commentary. Handbooks 
to textual criticism, and editions of the text with full 

critical apparatus, are now easily accessible. On the other 

hand, whilst assuming what I believe to be the one solid 

result of literary criticism, viz. the priority of the Second 
to the other two Synoptic Gospels, I have thought it 

desirable to try and prove, by a detailed and full com- 
parison of the first two Gospels, that, so far as they are 

concerned, this assumption everywhere justifies itself as an 

explanation of the relationship between them. This will 
explain the large part which S. Mark’s Gospel plays in the 

following pages. S. Luke’s narrative, in so far as it is 

parallel with the Second Gospel, lies, of course, on this 
assumption, outside the range of a commentator on the 
First Gospel. 

The second stage in the process should be the work 
of the commentator on the text of each separate Gospel. 
Starting with the results given to him by the literary 
critic, and equipped with the Greek text supplied by the 
textual critic, the commentator will approach each separate 

Gospel with the purpose of ascertaining what were the 
conceptions of the life and Person of Christ which governed 
and directed the Evangelist in his work. From this point 
of view the main interest of the commentator will lie 
rather in what is characteristic of, and peculiar to, each 

Gospel, than in what is common to them all. He will 
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refuse to try and harmonise discrepant details or diver- 
gent conceptions. Rather he will emphasise these as 

important, because they enable him to reconstruct the 
life of Christ as it presented itself to the minds of the 
Evangelist and of his readers. He will always be mindful 
of the fact that he is immediately concerned, not with the 
actual facts of the life of Christ or with His doctrine, but 

rather with these as mirrored in the mind of the particular 

Evangelist with whom he is dealing. 
The third stage in the process belongs to the historian. 

Just as the commentator is obliged to rely very largely 

upon the work already done by the literary critic, so the 
historian must depend for his material to a great extent 

upon the work of the commentator and of the critic alike. 

He will have as his material the Gospels as analysed into 

their sources by the critic, and the mass of not always 
harmonious impressions of the life of Christ, as given to 
him by the commentators upon the separate Gospels. 
With this material at his disposal, it will be his duty to 
attempt to recover the historical facts of Christ’s life, to 
ascertain as far as possible the exact words which He 

spoke, and to determine the meaning which these words 
originally carried with them. 

In accordance with what has been said, I have felt it 

to be my duty to begin my work equipped with some 

acquaintance with the results of the literary criticism of 
the Gospels. If I have found it necessary partly to 

assume the results of such labour, and partly to work out 
a view of my own as to the sources of the Gospel, that 

is only because the work of the critic and of the com- 

mentator cannot in the present conditions of knowledge 
be quite kept apart. On the other hand, I have done 
my best not to encroach upon the sphere of the historian. 
Here and there I may have been tempted to express some 

view as to the historical character of some incident or 
saying, as apart from the general credibility of the source 
of which it forms a part, but generally speaking it has 
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been my aim to consider the contents of the Gospel always 
in the first place from the standpoint of their meaning 

for the editor of the Gospel, and only secondarily from 

the point of view of their relation to the historical Christ. 
This explains, of course, in large measure, the limita- 

tions of the Commentary which follows. Considerations 

as to the historical character of the incidents which the 

Gospel records, have for the most part been carefully 
avoided ; and no attempt has been made to discuss the 

question whether the teaching here put into the mouth 
of Christ was as a matter of fact taught by Him. These 

are questions which should be left to the historian who 

is dealing with all the sources which are available for the 
reconstruction of the life of Christ, and should not be 

approached by the commentator who is dealing with only 

one Gospel. 
This limitation carries with it the omission of reference 

to much literature, ancient and modern. If the commen- 

tator is engaged in explaining the meaning of a single 

Gospel from the standpoint of the Evangelist, he clearly 

need not discuss those ancient and modern conceptions 

of the historical Christ with which an historian of Christ’s 
life must grapple. Consequently purely controversial dis- 

cussion of modern critical views has been purposely avoided 

in the following pages. 
Of course, I am aware that in practice the several 

stages in the process which I have described cannot 
be kept rigidly apart. The commentator must to some 
extent exercise his independent judgement in revising 

the work of the literary critic, and the historian will 
always find it necessary to test the work of both critic 

and commentator. But the range of subjects and acti- 

vities connected with the work of using the Gospels as 
historical sources is so vast, that it is probable that in the 

future as, and in so far as, scientific method is improved, 

the commentator on the Gospels will not be expected to 
cover more than a part of the ground. He will, e,g., to 
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a greater extent than is at present possible, be able to 

accept a Greek text from the hands of the textual critics, and 

so relieve his Commentary of any textual critical apparatus. 

He will be able also, with more justification than he can 

at present, to adopt the results of the labours of the 
literary critics, and so omit from his Commentary a good 
deal of critical analysis that is at present indispensable. 
This will leave him free for the more important work of 

endeavouring to ascertain the meaning of the contents of 

the Gospel to its writer and first readers, by the methods 
of investigation into the philological meaning of the words 

of the Gospel, and of illustration of its ideas from con- 
temporary sources. 

But within narrower limits the absence from these 
pages of continual reference to the vast literature dealing 

with the Gospel requires some apology. It would have 
been easy to double the size of this book if constant refer- 
ence had been made to the interpretation of single passages 
by previous commentators. The limitation that I have 

imposed upon myself of stating simply the meaning that, 

as it seemed to me, a particular passage had to the mind 

of the Evangelist as he wrote it, without giving also the 

several or many other interpretations which have been 
given of such a passage by ancient and modern writers, 

requires some defence, and is, I feel, open to criticism. 

I have adopted this course on the following grounds: 
(1) the purpose of this Commentary, to attempt to make 
clear the conception of the Evangelist, made it desirable 
to omit the interpretations of many writers who have 

commented on the book, with the quite different object 
of ascertaining the meaning of the sayings here recorded 

as they were spoken by Christ Himself. If, ¢e.g., in deal- 

ing with 16’7-° I had given in detail, and with some dis- 
cussion, all the views that have ever been taken of these 

much debated verses, I should have required many pages ; 

but the reader’s attention would only have been distracted 

from the end which I had in view, viz., to set before him 
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as clearly as possible the meaning which these words had 

in the mind of the Evangelist when he placed them in 

their present position in his Gospel. 
(2) In writing the following pages, I have always had 

chiefly in view the needs, not of the preacher nor of the 
general reading public, but of the student who desires to 
have some understanding of the growth and development 

of the Gospel literature in the first century A.D., and of 
the meaning which this particular Gospel had for the 

Evangelist and his first readers. Now aCommentary which 
is also a catalogue of all possible interpretations which 

have ever been read into the Gospel, and at the same time 
an Encyclopedia of information upon all subjects directly 

or indirectly connected with the subject-matter, is no doubt 
a very useful book, but Commentaries of this nature already 
exist, and they are very tedious to read. The student 
who wishes for information of this kind knows that on 
the one hand he can turn to the Commentaries of Meyer 

or Alford, and on the other to such indispensable works 
of reference as Hastings’ Dictionary of the Bible, and 

Dictionary of Christ and the Gospels, or the Encyclopedia 
Liblica. 1 have myself often felt the need of a Commen- 
tary on this Gospel which would tell me, not all that 
can be known about every subject mentioned in it, nor 
every view that has ever been held about its sayings; 
but, what the words of the Gospel meant to the Evangelist, 

that I might form my own conclusion as to the value of 
that meaning; and I have purposely avoided filling these 

pages with, what seemed to me to be, needless iteration 

of information, which is easily accessible to every student. 
Anyone who turns over the following pages will 

realise how impossible it is for me to express adequately 
my obligations to others. I have added to the Intro- 

duction a list of the writers to whom I have referred by 
name in the Commentary, but I owe an equal and in some 
cases a much greater debt to many others whose names 
will not be found there. I am particularly indebted to the 
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editions of Meyer's Commentary edited by Dr. B. Weiss, 
to Zahn’s admirable Commentary on St. Matthew, to 

Wellhausen’s brilliant notes on the first three Gospels, to 

the English Commentaries of Dr. Plummer on S. Luke, 
Dr. Swete on S. Mark, and Dr. Gould on S. Mark, and 

to Dr. A. Wright for his excellent Syopszs. To the 

members of the class which has met at Dr. Sanday’s 

house for some years to study the Synoptic Problem I 
owe much, and especially to Mr. C. Badcock, the Rev. 
V. Bartlet, the Rev.-B. W. Streeter, and the Rev. Sir 

John Hawkins, whose Hore Synoptice is the invaluable 
companion of every student of the Gospels. Sir John 

Hawkins was so kind as to read the proofs of the Intro- 

duction of this book, and it owes much to his correction 

and addition. Lastly, Dr. Plummer, as supervising editor, 

has very kindly made many most valuable suggestions 

and corrections. 
Of my obligations to Dr. Sanday I cannot write ade- 

quately. He is in no sense directly responsible for anything 

that these pages contain, but if there be any sound element 

in method or in tone in what [ have written, it is probably 

ultimately traceable to his influence and to that of his 

writings. 

Finally: I think that no scholar will mistake the 

character and purpose of my translation of the texts of. 
the First and Second Gospels. It aims neither at elegance 
of diction nor at correctness of English idiom. On the 
contrary, I have not hesitated to sacrifice idiom and 

correctness alike, in order to give a literal and bald ren- 
dering which should, so far as is possible, represent in 

English the differences in tense, in syntax, and in vocabu- 
lary between the Greek of the Second and that of the 

First Gospel. 
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THE SOURCES OF THE GOSPEL. 

A, S. MARK. 

1. AtmMosT the entire substance of the second Gospel has been 
transferred to the first. The only omissions of any length are the 
following : 

(a) Mk 12328 Healing of a demoniac. 
(2) 1°5-39 Preaching in the synagogues of Galilee. 
(c) 476-29 Parable of the seed growing secretly. 
(d) 782-37 Healing of a deaf man. 
(e) 82-26 Healing of a blind man. 
(3) 9°8-40 The exorcist. 
(g) 1241-44 The widow and her alms. 

2. But in 3-13°° the editor makes a good deal of alteration in 
the order of Mk.’s sections. The following table will exhibit this. 
Passages enclosed in square brackets are interpolations into Mk.’s 
narrative : 

[A. Birth and Infancy of the Messiah. 1. 2.] 
&. Preparation for His ministry. 

(i) 3) a Mk 1138, 
7-10. 12 

(A), ged = Mk 191, 
14-15 

(3) at = Mk 11213. 
-lla 

C. First period of work in Galilee. 
09 ee a = Mien 

13-16 
(2) 418-22 = Mk 116-20, 

(3) (a) 4° substituted for Mk 121, 

(6) [st=7")] 
728-28 = Mk 122, 
omits Mk 123-28, 
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(0) 8 
ey 

14-15 

16 (17) 

omits 

gi8-S4 

Ee | 

1-17 

18-26 

27-34 

4)cor 
[37-38] 

tol 
I 02-58 

[ors 
9-10a 

pie 

11-14 expansion of 
[5-111] 
omits 

(5) afer 
(6) (a) r2i-21—_______ 

6-7. 1-12. 17-21) 

22-23 substituted for 
24-50. 
27-28. 30. 82-45 

Bb) 121-52 
es 24-30, 33, 35-52 

[omits Mk 421-24 26-29) 

1 353-58 

= Mk 129-31, 
Mk 1322-34, 

Mk 135-39, 
Mk 140-45, 
Mk 21-22, 

tae 
——————_ Meee 13a 

Mk iov.21, 
Mk 322-88, 

Mk.4u82 
~ Mk 435-52, 

— a Mika 

Mk 521-43, 

Mk 6%, 
Mk 67, 

Mk 689, 

Mk 610-11, 

Mk 61218, 

Mk 3}9b-21,. 

The alteration of order here shown is not arbitrary nor without 
reason, but is due to the scheme upon which the editor is building 
up this first part of his Gospel 

In 3!—4!7 he has matter parallel to Mk 1115 with considerable 
additions. It may be doubted whether he is here borrowing 
from another source, or whether he is borrowing from Mk. and 
expanding his narrative by additions, either from oral tradition, or 
from a second written source. 

Ais22 comes from Mk 116-20, 
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The editor then comes to Mk 171, 
He has already (4!%) anticipated the mention of Capharnaum,! and 
can therefore omit Mk 17/4 Mk 17! speaks of teaching in the 
synagogue. Here, therefore, is an opportunity of inserting an 
illustration of Christ’s teaching, which is to be followed by an 
illustrative group of His miracles. As an introduction to these 
two sections of illustration, the editor substitutes for Mk 171 a 
general sketch of Christ’s activity (4°%-5), using for this purpose 
phraseology borrowed from various parts of the second Gospel 
The reason why he places his illustration of Christ’s teaching 
before that of His miracles is no doubt to be found in Mk 1%, 
which describes the effect produced by that teaching on the people. 
The editor therefore inserts the Sermon on the Mount between 
Mk 12! and 2", and closes it with this latter verse. Thus: 

48-25 are substituted for Mk 7. 
5-77" are inserted. 
7 28-29 = 122, 

The editor now proposes to give illustrations of Christ’s 
miracles. The next five sections in Mk. are: 

173-28 The demoniac. 
179-31 Peter’s wife’s mother. 
152-34 Healing the sick. 
155-39 Retirement and tour. 
140-45 Healing of a leper. 

We therefore expect the editor to begin his series of illustrations 
with the narrative of the demoniac, but he omits this altogether, 
and, passing over Mk 152-89, continues with Mk 1494 the healing 
of the leper: 

git = Mk 1%; 
It is not easy to account for the omission of Mk 128-8, and for 
the transposition of #45, The following reasons may have co- 
operated to produce them: 

(a2) Mt. has omitted the reference to Capharnaum (Mk 1?}), 
and has adapted Mk 1”? to an entirely different situation. But 
still he might have inserted a statement of an entry into Caphar- 
naum to form a link between the Sermon and the healing of the 
demoniac. 

(4) The incident of the leper is recorded by Mk. without any 
detail of time or place, after a verse which states that Christ 
“‘came preaching in their synagogues throughout the whole of 
Galilee.” It is therefore not unnatural to place the healing of 
the leper after the Sermon, which may be taken as illustrative of 
this synagogue preaching. 

(c) Leprosy was perhaps the most dreaded of all bodily 

1The xargxnoev of 41% implies that Capharnaum will henceforth be the 
headquarters of Christ’s ministry. 
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ailments in Palestine, and its cure forms a fitting introduction to 
a series of three healings of disease. 

(d) The reason why, after inserting the healing of the leper, 
the editor did not continue with that of the demoniac, may have 
been that he wished to form a series of three healings of disease, 
and that in the Church tradition the healing of the centurion’s 
servant was closely connected with the Sermon. Lk. has the 
same connection. 

(e) Moreover, there were features in the story of the demoniac 
which did not recommend it to the editor, features which Lk. 
found it desirable to modify. See below, p. xxxiii. 

After inserting Mk 14°-#5 and omitting 2-8, the editor inserts 
the healing of the centurion’s servant, 8°18, and can then continue 
with Mk 1281, thus forming a series of three healings of disease--- 
leprosy, paralysis, fever. He closes the series with words borrowed 
from the succeeding verses of Mk %?-%4, adding a quotation from 
Isaiah. Thus: 

a = Mk 140-45, 
85-13 are inserted. 
gl4-15 as 129-31, 
g16 kid 32-34, 

817 is inserted. 
The next section in Mk. is 155°, This would be out of place 

in a series of miracles, and is therefore omitted. Mk 14%# has 
been already inserted. The editor, therefore, comes to Mk 2}, 
This he postpones, perhaps because it occurred on a visit to 
Capharnaum different to that just described. By recording it here 
the editor would confuse the two visits. Mk 2°°-36 he reserves 
for a controversial section. 3785 contain no miracle. 4% he 
reserves for his chapter of parables. He therefore comes to 4%. 
Here Christ is surrounded by a crowd. The editor adapts this to 
his context : 

gis = Mk 455, 

inserts 819-22, 
and then takes over Mk 46-5 with considerable omissions : 

923-34 = Mk 436-520, 

In Mk 52! Christ returns to the western side of the lake. Mt. 
adds to this, that “‘ He came to His own city”: 

Mt g! = Min gt 
and can then go back and borrow Mk 2!-!2 with its sequel 13-3: 

Mt 9217 = Mk 21-22, 

thus completing a second series of three miracles which illustrate 
Christ’s power over natural forces (8°-2”), over the hostility of demons 
(28-34), and in the spiritual sphere (the forgiveness of sins, 9}). 

The editor now postpones Mk 273-454 for the same reasons as 
before. He comes therefore to 522%. This he abbreviates, and 
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adds two other miracles, thus forming a third series of three 
miracles illustrating Christ’s power to restore life, sight, and speech : 

g 18-26 ee Mk 522-48, 

g*7-1 inserted. 
> ener 

Having thus given illustrations of Christ’s teaching and miracles, 
the editor now proposes to show how this ministry found extension 
in the work of the disciples. He therefore postpones Mk 61%, 
and expands ® into an introduction to this mission modelled on 
the similar introduction 423% ; 

35 = Mk 68>, 

9°6-38 inserted. 
Chapter 10! continues with Mk 67; but the editor here inserts 

Mk 31%! which he had passed over. The rest of 10-11! is an 
amplification of Mk 6%; 

to! 
107-111 
1170 inserted. 

There now follows a series of incidents illustrating the growth 
of hostility to Christ on the part = the Pharisees. For these the 
editor now goes back to Mk 278-284. 

Mk 67. 
68-1, i tt 

tals = Mk 223-28, 
129-14 = 1-6, 

mot summarises gre. 
1217-21 inserted. 

Having already borrowed Mk 3}%!% he now comes to 3-21 
and #230, For this he substitutes a similar but longer discourse 
introduced by another miracle : 

hee enlarged from Wheto 
and continues with the next section in Mk. 

1246-50 = 331-85, 

This brings him to Mk 4, which is a chapter of parables. ‘The 
editor borrows this and adds other parables : 

13152 = Mk 41-4, 

As he has already inserted Mk 4°°-548 he now comes to Mk 61! ; 
I sad -58 = Mk 61-6, 

From this point the editor follows the order of Mk.’s sections. 

8. The editor not infrequently abbreviates Mk.’s record. 
(a) Some examples of abbreviation in expression are given 

below on p. xxiv. 
(4) In other cases details are dropped from the narrative. 
£.g. Mk 138 “ He was with the wild beasts.” 

120 “with the hired servants.” 
179 “with James and John.” 
276 “in the days of Abiathar the high priest.” 
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Mk 227 “The Sabbath was made for man, and not man for 
the Sabbath.” 

317° Boanerges. 
4°8 “upon the cushion.” 
5}3 “about two thousand.” 
62 the mission of the Twelve. 
6°7 “two hundred pennyworth.” 
659-49 “by companies—green—in ranks, by hundreds and 

by fifties.” 
78-4 the explanation of “ unwashen hands.” 
g? “so as no fuller on earth can whiten them.” 

14° “three hundred pence.” 
14°! the young man who fled naked. 
157! “the father of Alexander and Rufus.” 
15** Pilate’s inquiry about the death of Christ. 

Especially statements of the thronging of the multitudes and the 
inconvenience caused by it. 

£.g. Mk 1°83 “and the whole city was gathered together at the 
door.” 

1# ‘‘so that He would no longer enter into a citv.” 
2%. 4 “ And many were gathered together, so that there 

was no longer room for them, no, not even 
about the door. ... And when they could 
not come nigh unto Him for the crowd.” 

3° “And He spake to His disciples, that a little boat 
should wait upon Him because of the crowd, 
lest they should throng Him.” 

310 “pressed upon Him.” 
379 “so that they could not so much as eat bread.” 
631 ‘*they had no leisure to eat.” 

(c) Not infrequently sayings are omitted from a discourse. But, 
for the most part, such sayings have already been inserted in an earlier 
part of the Gospel. The left-hand column shows where the saying 
has been omitted, the right-hand column where it has been inserted. 

Mt 1323-2 Mk 421 Mt 525. 

1 223°24 422 1078, 
1 223-24 24a 73, 

23-24 24b 12 13 ig 
135 gsi 109, 

5 41 42 18 9 IO--s 
139 50 518, 
ar22 ; meas 614, 
248 139. 11-18 1017-20, 

(2) In other cases a whole narrative or section is given in a 
much abbreviated form. 

E.g. Mk 37? is compressed into two verses in 12°16, The 
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reason is obvious. The editor is collecting illustrations of the 
controversies between Christ and the Pharisees. Having just 
borrowed Mk 23—31!-6, which is suited to his purpose, he comes to 
3712, which has nothing bearing upon the subject. He might well 
have omitted it, just as he omitted 15539, But the thought of 
Christ’s ministry of healing, Mk 31°, suggested to him a contrast 
between the Lord’s quiet work of love with its shrinking from 
publicity, Mk 31%, and the hostile clamour of the Pharisees. He 
therefore shortened Mk 37! and added a quotation from Isaiah 
to emphasise this contrast. 

Mk 5!-8 is much shortened in Mt 878-4 918-26, See notes on 
828 18, 

Mk 614-29 is abbreviated in Mt 14!!*, 
Mk g!*29 appears in a shorter form in Mv 17}479, See note on 

1718 

4. Contrasted with this shortening of narrative sections is the 
amplification of discourses. 

£.g. Mk 178, the preaching of the Baptist is expanded into 
Mt gui, 

Mk 3776, the refutation of the charge of diabolical agency is 
expanded into Mt 1274-45, 

Mk 4, the chapter of parables is considerably lengthened in 
Mirrs. 

Mk 611, the charge to the Twelve is expanded into Mt 105-42, 
Mk 9°*5-59, teaching about greatness is expanded into Mt 18?*9, 
Mk 1237>-40 denunciation of the Pharisees forms the nucleus 

of a whole chapter in Mt 23. 
Mk 13, the discourse on the last things is expanded in Mt 

24-25 into double the length. 
Four of these bodies of discourse, formed by interweaving 

some other source or sources with the shorter discourses found in 
Mk., viz. chs. 10. 13. 18. 24-25, are closed by a formula: kat éyévero 
dre éréXeoev 6 “Ingots Siatddéowv Tots dHdexa pabytats avtov, 111; 
Kal éyévero Gre éréAecev 6 Incods tas mapaBodas tavras, 1353; Kal 
éyévero Gre éréhecev 6 Ingots Tovs Adyous TovTous, 191; Kal éyevero 
Ore €réecev 6 "Inoods wavras tous Adyous TovTovs, 261, These to- 
gether with the Sermon on the Mount, chs. 5-7, which closes with 
a similar formula 728, cf. Lk 71, form one of the most striking 
features of this Gospel. 

5. In linguistic detail there are a certain number of character- 
istic changes made in Mk.’s language. 

(a) Mk.’s characteristic words kai ev@vs, radu, the adverbial 
mo\Ad, and ore after verbs of saying, are frequently omitted, and de 
is repeatedly substituted for kai. 
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evOvs or Kai edOvs occurs in Mk. about 41 times, in Mt. about 
7 times only, all borrowed from Mk. 

awdadw occurs in Mk. about 26 times, in Mt. about 16, only 4 of 
these coming from Mk. 

The Aramaising adverbial woAAd occurs in Mk. about 13 times, 
in Mt. 4 times. 

dru after verbs of saying occurs about 50 times in Mk. Of these 
about 42 are omitted by Mt. It occurs in Mt. some 38 times, 8 
of these being from Mk. Of the others, about 20 occur in the 
formula, “I say unto you that.” In a few instances it is inserted 
in Marcan passages where Mk. omits it, e.g. 131! 19% 9 28-28 2123, 

Mt. substitutes d€ for Mk.’s xaé about 60 times. On xaé in 
Mk., see Hor. Syn. p. 120. 

(4) Mk.’s historic presents and imperfects are frequently sup- 
planted by aorists, and his ypgaro with an infinitive is generally 
avoided. So also eiva: with a participle, and changes are made in 
the voices of verbs. 

Sir John Hawkins! reckons 151 historic presents in Mk., of 
which Mt. retains only 21. Mt. has about 93 such presents, 21 
of them being from Mk. About 66 are cases of A€yet or A€éyovow, 
about 11 of them being from Mk. Nine of the historic presents 
retained from Mk. occur in Mk 1427-41= Mt 2621-45, It seems clear, 
therefore, that Mt. generally avoided the historic present when 
reproducing Mk., and some of the 21 cases where he retains it 
may be due to assimilation. In reproducing other sources he 
seems also to have avoided the present, except in the case of A€yet 
and A€yovow. The small number of other exceptions occur in 
parables (but in the nature of things the Logia would not have 
many such presents), and in chs. 2-444. The presence of some 9 
presents not including Aéye in this section is very curious, and 
would be naturally explained by the theory that this section was 
drawn from a source in which such presents were a marked 
feature, if there were sufficient corroborative evidence. See below, 
p. Ix. 

Mt. substitutes aorists for imperfects in the following cases: 
Mk 122 édepov. Mt 81° zpoonveyKar. 

38 edidovv, BL; éroiouy, 1214 €\aGor. 
A al; éroinaay, 8 C. 

12 éreripa. 1216 éreripyoev. 
4? edidacker. 13° eAaAnoev. 
433 éXadeu. reat a 
513 éxviyovto. - 82 aieOavov. 
17 zapexadouv, D, 854 qapexdAcoar. iB ’ z p 

67 edidov. 10! wxer. 
679 eofeiro. 145 eoBnOy. 

1 Hor. Syn. pp. 114 ff. 
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Mk 64! ediov. 
6°6 écwlovto. 
91! érnpwtov. 

13 76eXov. 
10! zpocédepor. 

wo 

10}8 ézerinwv, A D al. latt. 
48 > lA 

10% ezeripwv. 
1048 expacev. 

10°? #KoAovder. 
118 éortpavvvov, D curss. St 
1119 e£exopevovto. 
12)? e&cbavpalor. 
1218 ernpwrwv. 
12°4 é€roApa. 
14° éxurrev. 

55 a I4°° NuptoKov, 

14% éxodadifov, D ack. 
14°° jpvetro. 
147? ékAauev, 

WH) ny 151° eyivwoKe. 

1573 edidour. 

1541 nKoAovdour. 

Mt 1419 dwxev. 
14°6 dverdOnoav. 
17!° exnpotnoav. 
Eye noeXynoay. 
19!3 rpoonvexOnoayr. 
19)8 ereripyoar. 
2031 ETETIPLNOE. 

20°! éxpagar. 
ZO. jKodovOnoay. 
218 éotpwoar. 
2117 e&dOev. 
22°? eGavpacay. 
2273 émnpwtynoar. 
2246 eroAunoer. 
26°9 érecev. 
26° efpor. 
26% éxodaduoay. 
267 ipyycaro. 
26" ékNavoe. 
2718 nde. 
2754 wxav. 
2755 nxoAovOncav. 

xxl 

To these may be added about ro cases where «izrev (ov) is sub- 
stituted for €Aeyer (ov). 
avoided by omission or by paraphrase. 

np&aro (avto) with infinitive : 
Mk 1* npgaro xnpiocev. 

273 npgavto Gd0v movetv TiA- 
Aovres. 

41 npkaro diddoKew. 
517 npgavto mapaxaety. 

mapekadouv, D, 
520 npgaro Knpiocev. 
62 jpEato didacKewv. 
67 npéato aroareAXew. 
634 npéato didackewv. 
655 nogavtro—mepipepetv. 

81! npgavto ovvlyretv. 
831 npgaro biddcKev. 
882 nparo éruTypay. 

10%8 npgaro Aéyetv. 
1022 

104! npgavto ayavaktelv. 
1047 npgaro Kpacewv. 
115 npgato exBddrev. 
12! npgato—Aareiv. 

Mt 
Mt 

. Omits the verse. 
12! npgavto tidXeww. 

13! éxa@yro. 
854 zapexddecav. 

Mt. omits the verse. 
Mt 13°4 édidacker. 

10° daéorewXev. 
14!* omits clause. 
14° rpoonveyKav. 
161 omits. 
162! npgaro Seuxvverv. 
167? npéato émutipar. 
19?" <izrev. 

2017 ” 
2074 7yavaxTyoay, 
20° éxpagav. 
2112 eféBarev. 
21°53 omits. 

In about 187 other cases the imperfect is 
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Mk 135 wpfaro déyeuw. Mt 24! elev. 
14)° npfavto—Aé€yewwv. 2672 npfavro—Aeyewv. 
14° npgaro éxbapBeioba 2657 npgaro Aveta Oar. 
14© npgavro—eurrvew, 2657 evérruaay. 
14° npgaro déyeuv. 2671 d€ye. 
141 npgato avabepnariley. 267! npéaro Katabeuaricew. 
15° péaro aireio Oa. 2716 omits verse. 
1518 ypavto aordler Oar, 2779 paraphrases. 
518 npEato mapaxaXety, D latt. Mt. omits the verse. 
8% nogaro avaBAdfar, D latt. 5 section. 
14” npgaro kAatew, D. Mt 26° éxAavoev. 

It will be seen that Mt. retains the construction six out of 
twenty-six times. He has it also in 417 117-20 1480 7824 2449, 

elvac with a participle. 

(a) Imperfect. 
Mk 16 jv—evdedupeévos. Mt 3 clyey 7 &vdupa ator. 

193 jv—ériovvnypevy. 816 omits. 
2° joav—xabypevou. Go Sas; 
218 Foav—vnortevovres. Das 
4°8 nv—xabevdur. 874 exadevoev. 
55 av Kpdlwv. 878 omits. 
652 v—reTwpwpern. Ly Pe 
9! joav cvvAadowrTes. 17° omit 7oar. 

10°? Aoav—avafsaivovtes. 2017 paraphrases. 
10° jv mpodywr. 2017 omits. 
14 joav—déyavaxrody res. 268 yavaxtynoay. 
14° junv—o.dacKwr. 26° éxabelounv diddoKwr 
1454 jv cvvKabypevos. 26°8 éxaOnro. 
157 nv—dedenevos. 2616 omits. 
15% Hyv—emvyeypappern. 27°7 paraphrases. 
15*° noav—Oewportoat. 27° noav éxei-—Oewpodoau. 
153 nv mpoabexomevos. 27°" paraphrases. 
15*° jv AcAaTounpevor. 27° eatounoev. 

Mt. has the construction four times from Mk., viz. 729 899 19%? 
2643, Besides only twice, 9°6 124, 

(6) Future. 
This occurs only once in Mk. (13!8= Mt 1072 24°). Mt. has 

it besides four times in the saying about binding and loosing, 
1619 (2) 1318 (2), 

Perhaps we might place under this head: 
Mk 14 éyévero—xnpiocur. Mt 3! rapayiverat—xypioowyr. 

9’ éyévero—émioxialovea. 175 éreckiacev. 
8 éyevero otihBovta Xevka. 172 évévero Nevka. 

Cf. 42? éyevero aroxpudov. 
> For éyévero in these cases as equivalent to jy, cf. Dn 11% ip 
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ava.povpevos, LXX = éyévero dvatpovmevos, Th.; Dn 2° Aerra ey€évero, 
LXX = éXerrivyoar, Th.; La 116 éyévovro—ngavicpévon 

Changes of voice. 
Passive for Active or Middle: 

Mt 4! av7xOn. Mk 1!2 éxBarXeu. 
8) jyépOn. 151 pyepev. 
% e€eBAnOn. 5%° exBaddv. 

14) jvéxOn, 68 jveyKev. 
14 €866n. 678 edwxer. 
1517 éxBadAerat. 719 éxmopeverat. 
1676 aderAnOyoerar 8°6 deXel, 
188 BAnOjva. 9* aed Oetv. 
1918 rpoonvexOnoav. 1013 zpoaépepov. 
247? éxodoBabncar. 137 éxoAdBucev. 
2472 coAoBwhyjcovTan 1320 : 
2657 ovvnyOnoav. 14°3 cuvépxovra. 
27°8 oravpovvTat 1577 oravpodvou. 

Active for Middle: 
197° édvAaga. 107 édvragapny. 
26% éuBawas. 14% éuBarropevos. 
265! aréoracev. 1417 oracdpevos. 

Middle for Active : 
14’ airnonray 6% airnoys. 

Active for Passive: 
27° éhardunoev. 1546 jv AeAaTounpevov. 

A parallel to this substitution of aorists or perfects for presents 
or imperfects, of imperfects for jv with participles, and of passives 
for actives, may be found in the two Greek versions of Daniel. 

LXX. Theodotion. 
Dn 2°! édpaxas. eOewpens. 

ae ” ” 
254 karnderev. éXertuver. 
24 cuvnAdnoe. éX\ erruvev. 
3 exypugev. ¢B0a. 
3) nKoveay. HKOVOV, 
3) mpocekvivnoav. a pooeKUVOUV. 
38 du€Badov. 51€Baddrov. 
5° cypawav. €ypadov. 
674 cOAacay. eAérruvar. 
72 évérecov. mpooéBadXov. 
75 elirev. é\cyov. 
817 &reca. Tint. 
818 exounOnv. ” 
9® é\aAyoav. eAdXouv. 

10’ dmédpacay. épvyov. 
20 2 ake 6*9 eure. hv KapTTov. 
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LXX. Theodotion. 
Dn 61° ézoiet. hv Towv. 

85 drevoovpyv. enV cvviov. 
3% cv Oynoav. ovvayovTat, 
118 cionxOyoav elo nyayev. 
213 én Oy. elnrnoav. 
41° areorady. Karen. 
617 Avex On. nveyKay. 
617 ere. evéBaXov. 
810 éopay On. erecev. 
810 kareraryOn. ouveratycay. 

(ce) The repetition and redundancy which are such striking 
features of Mk.’s style are avoided. In the following list, words in 
brackets are omitted by Mt. because they are verbally or in 
substance 

(x) 135 
repeated in an adjacent clause - 

, < . ‘ »¥ {3 / A“ Lal 

[werAnpwrat 6 Kaipos Kai] nyyuney 7 Baorre’a tod Geod 
peravocire [kal muorevere ev TH ebayyeAlo]. 

Sinwvos, Mt. airod. 
éWias 5¢ yevomerns [dre éucev 6 HALos]. 

‘ 29’ Oe 13, 2 a ¢€ Z NT? i 
kal evOis [arnOev ax’| adrod 7) Aerpa [kal] exabepioOy. 
[joav yap ToAAol Kai HKodovGovv atta]. 
207 g 2 / \ lal e an \ lad 

iddvtes [re olen pera TOV duaptwrav Kal Tewvdv]. 
[dcov xpovov éxovew Tov vupdiov per abrav od dvvavrat 

vnorevew ]. 
, > > 4 ae , 

rote—|év exelvyn TH HEA]. 
dre [xpelav Exyxev Kat] éreivacev. 
[avros] kat of per’ airod. 
mpos THV Oddacoay éxi THs ys. Mt. emt rov aiyraddy. 
Kal édidacKkey . . . Kal eAeyey airois ev TH Sidaxy aidrod. 

Mt. kal éAcAnoer airois. 
} év rit aiti tapaBoAz Oadpev]. 
oTav o7rapy|. 
Tov emt THS y7s |. 

Ny 33 & eCury. SoG , , 

Kal éxdracev 6 avenos] Kal eyeveTo yadyvyn peyaAn. 
iva eis adtovs eiceAGwper |. 
iva ow] Kat Chon. 

ade] pos Huas. 
Kal & Tos cvyyevedowy avTod] Kal €v TH otkia avrov. 

Tiv yuvaixa Tod adeApod gov. Mt. airyv. 
[76 Kopdcvov ]. 
non Gpas .roAARsS—7dn Gpa woArAy. Mt. avoids the 

repetition. 
~ / e ~ e , 

T7) Tapadocet UpLWV [7 mapedwxare |. 
\ > a / 

[eowbev] yap ex THs Kapdias. 
Mt. omits because it is substantially repeated in the 

next verse. 
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82 rH yeved Tavry. Mt. airy. 
817 ovTw voeire [ovde ovviere]. 
2 kar idiay [vdvous]. 

107" [aAX’ od rapa Geo. 
1046 kal epxovrat cis “Teperxo]. 
1178 | iva tatra 7ov7s |. 
1214 |ddpev 7) py Oper]. 
1277 |rodd mAavacbe|, cf. v.74. 
13)9 am apxns xticews [jv exticev 6 Beds]. 
137 rovs éxAexTovs [ovs efeAeEato]. 

gee BXErere Gypurvette. Mt. ypyyopetre. 
14° pupov [vapoov motuxys |. 
14° [adere airy |. 
TAS Eee | TovTy TH vuKTi. 
14% [iva el duvarov eat mapeAy a ar avtod » apa]. 
14 xparjoate avrov [Kal ardyete dogpadds|. 
144 [AGor] evOds tporeh Gav. 
14 Are éws [eow eis | TY addy. 
14°! és.w7a [kat OvK amreKplvato ovdev]. 
14°! [érnpdra airov Kal] A€yer adr. 
14° ovre olda [ovre eriorap.as |. 
14° [ééw] eis TO mpoavArov. 
1516 |éow ris avdAns 6] eoriw mpaitwpioy. 
15°? [Owpev] Kal mucrevowper. 

(2) Double negatives. 
The words bracketed are omitted by Mt. 

Mk 14 pydevi [under]. 
377 od dvvatat ovde’s, Mt. was dvvarai tis. 
9® [ovkere] ovdeva. 

114 unKxéeri—pdeits. Mt. od pyxére. 
1254 ovdels [ovxere]. Mt. transfers otxére to the next 

clause. 
14% ovixére ov py mio. Mt. od py miw am adpte. 
14°! ovx azexpivato ovdev. Omitted in Mt 26%; cf. Mt 

2712 ovdev aexpivato. 
But Mt. retains the double negative in the parallels to: 

Mk 1214 od péAer cou epi ovdevds. 
12°4 ovdels ovxeTe eroApa. Mt. ovdé érodApyoev Tes—ovdKETL. 
15° ovxére ovdey azexpiOy. Mt. ov« drexpify—rpds ovde 

ae 
(3) Mk. is fond of using a compound verb followed by the same 

preposition. Mt. not infrequently omits the compounded preposi- 
tion, or substitutes another Verb; ¢192 

Mk 116 Tapd-ywv Tapa. Mt 4}§ repuraraév rapa, 
171 cioropevovTar «is. 4}3 é\Gav—eis. 
2! ciaeAOav—eis. 9! 7Aev eis. 
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Mk 3! eionjAdev—eis. Mt 129 7AOev eis. 
5)8 eianAOor eis. 8°? aandOar eis. 
5)" amedeiy aro. 854 weraBy aro. 
61 eéndOev exeifer, 13°3 wernpev exetber. 
610 éfeAOnre exeiOev. toll éf€A@yre. 
731 e&eA Oa ek. 1579 pweraBas exeiber. 
9 céerOe e€. Cf. 1718 éénA6ev azo. 
g*? repikerrat—repl. 18° Kpenac6y —rrept. 

1075 dua—dredr tv. 1974 dua—eioed Oety. 
10” cis—eioedOeiv. 1974 omit eiceAGetv. 
131 éxopevowevov—ex, 241 e&eXOav—aro, 

But in Mk 226 327 610.11 715(2).18. 20.2% 943.45 yo28 yyll15 728 y 312 

Mt. retains the double preposition. Other cases in Mk. are 
129. 45 52.812 654 719. 24, 25. 26.29 B23. 26 g25. 28 yol5. 24 772.16 765 where 

Mt. omits the whole paragraph or clause. 
That Mt. has less liking than Mk. for these redundant phrases 

may be seen from the following, the relative length of the two 
Gospels being borne in mind. I quote from the Concordance of 
Moulton and Geden: 

cic €pxeoOar eis—Mt. 27, Mk. 24. 
Of Mt.’s 27 all but 5 are in sayings. Of the 5, 2 (2110-12) are 

from Mk., and another (8°) probably a reminiscence of Mk. The 
reading in 27! is doubtful. This leaves one (275°) to the credit of 
the. editor. 

On the other hand, of Mk.’s 24, 10 occur in narrative. 
eSépyeoOar ek—Mt. 11, Mk. 13. 
Of Mt.’s 11, 2 only are in narrative, 152! 2117, and both are 

from Mk. Of Mk.’s 13, 7 are in narrative. 
eioropeverOar eis—Mt. 1 in a saying, Mk. 4 in sayings, 2 in 

narrative. 
extopever$ar ex—Mt. 2 in sayings, Mk. 3 in sayings, 2 in 

narrative. 
dcepxerOa Sua—Mt. 2 (1974") in sayings, Mk. 2 in sayings. 
Siarropeveo Gar Sud—Mt. 0, Mk. 1 in narrative. 
mapdayew mapad—Mt. o, Mk. 1 in narrative. 
mepixecc Oar mepi— Mt. o, Mk. 1 in a saying. 
cuvetavpova Fat ovv—Mt. 1 in narrative, from Mk., Mk. 1. 
In other words, these iterated prepositions are common in both 

Gospels in sayings. In narrative there are about 24 cases in Mk. 
and about 8 in Mt., of which 6 come from Mk. 

Once in a saying Mt. has eioéAOyze eis (264!) where Mk. (14°) 
has €AOnre cis, 8* B; but eicéAOnre, NC AC DL aa. 

(Z) Not infrequently a commonplace word is substituted for an 
uncommon or unusual one; e#g. : 

Mk 1 oyiLopevovs. Mt 316 jvedxOnoav. 
t? éxBadra. 41 avnxOn. 
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Mk 116 audiBadXovras. 
211 xpdBarrov. 
271 éripdarret. 
378 rots viots TOV avOpdrrwv. 

g? oriABorta. 
10% rpvpadias. 
118 oriBadas. 
14°8 rpoavaAtov. 
1472 ériBadov. 
151! dvécewav. 

XXVIl 

Mt a BadXovras aupiBrnotpov. 
9® KAivny. 
916 emiBarr«. 

12°! zols avOpwras. 
172 ws TO as. 
19*4 tpypatos. 
218 xAddous. 
267 rvAwv. 
267 efeXOov ew? 
2720 erevoayv. 

(e) Mt. often corrects the harshness of Mk.’s syntax; cf. 
especially the notes on 10! 13% 23. 32, 

(7) Prepositions and adverbs. 
amo and ék: 

Mt 3/6 azo 
161 & 
1718 aro 
241 amd 

aAey |S; 
2647 

In 36 the change is perhaps intentional 
he teh colt a 

Mk 1? ék. 
git 3 

ote ek. 
1 ¢é, 

137 éx. 

14% zapa. 
See note. 

In 16! 24! 2647 the changes seem without significance, but in 
1718 241 the substitution of dé avoids Mk.’s iteration: efeAGe é€, ex: 
ropevonevov— ek. 

eis and év and emi: 
Mt 3! & voare 

ér avTov 
eis 

9) ed’ doov 
12! dative 
13” éxi 

Tome 
9}8 é’ airy 

1533 éy 

102? és 
19)5 éxutiBeis—airots 
218 ev 
2216 é év adn Geig 
24° ézi 
1017 éy 
2418 éy 
24°0 éxt 
264 ddrw 

265 ev td Aa@ 

2610 eis 
2618 ey 

Mk 18 ddarz. 
110 cis atdtov. 
116 ey, 

ie 
223 éy, 
4" is. 

7a 
eet atTy. 

84 exi. 

eV. 
1016 7Gels ex’ —aiTa 
118 eis, 
1214 éx’ adnOelas. 
nod Perc. 
ish) Gist 
1316 éis. 
1 3°5 ey, 
14! év dodo. 
147 tov Aaov, 
14° év. 
14° is. 
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Mt 2638 ey = Mk 14” éis. 
2654 éy = 14°9 omit, 
26°° éxi tov Incotw = 14° avTo. 
26% éxi = 14° werd. 
878 Sarpoviopevor 52 év rvevpate axabapro. 
97° aipoppootea = 5% ovcoa ev pice aiparos. 

In 3!6 the change of ézi for eis is probably intentional. See 
note. In 418 eis is perhaps more natural than ev after BdAXovtas. 
In 1378 éwi is also more natural after the verb wizrew than eis. 
In 9! and 265° Mt. substitutes éé with accusative for the dative 
after émiriMecOar tiv xetpa; but he has the dative in 19! where 
Mk. has the accusative with éi, so that the change is without 
significance. In 15% év is perhaps easier than ézi. In 10% Mt. 
has eis 6voya for év évouare; but the succeeding words are different, 
and the passages are not really parallel. For eis dvoua, cf. Mt 
1041 @) 1820 2819, Jn 218 éy is easier than eis, and this is the case 
with emi, 243, and év, 1017 2418, The substitution of ézé for ev, 24°9, 
and for perd, 26%, is due to desire to assimilate to Dn 7!8 (LXX). 
And the participles in 878 92° avoid Mk.’s curious use of év. 

eri with different cases : 
Mt 916 éxt inariw = Mk 2” émi ipdriov. 

13? eri Tov aiyiakov = = 41 éri ths y7s. 
14 a3 > A“ a 34 yet? > , 

1414 ér avrois = 6%4 éx airovs. 
19 32\ aA / = 89 2 ~ , 

14) él Tov xoptov = 6°? et To XOpTH. 
14% éxi tiv OaXaccav = 648 ei THs Gadaoons. 
15° ext tH ynVv = 8° emi rs ys. 
1018 éri nyeuovas = 13° emt Hyepovwr. 

Cf. 217 én’ airav = 11’? aire. 
Ve > / a7 A 7 ot) : 3 4 

21? éravw avtav _ 11’ em avrov 
18 err’ airyy = 573 airy. 

195 airots 1016 éx’ avra. 
26° ei tov "Inootv 14% aro. 

In 9!6 the dative is perhaps more natural after the weakened 
sense of émiBddAev, which Mt. substitutes for Mk.’s éxipamrrev, 
than the accusative. 

In 13? cf. for the accusative after tornus, Rev 1218 141 152; but 
the genitive is found in Lk 61’, Ac 214, Rev 10% 8, 

éxi with the dative after orAayxvifecOa: is found in Mt 144 
and Lk 71%. Mk (64 8? and 9?) has the accusative, and so Mt 15°”. 

In 14!9 the verb is dvaxXuOjva. After the similar verbs 
Kabjoba and xafilew, emi frequently takes genitive or accusative. 
The dative only occurs in Rev 7!° r9* 21°. Mt.’s substitution of 
genitive for dative is, therefore, not unnatural. Cf. his substitution 
of kaOynpevov dé aitod ext tov "Opovs, 243, for Mk.’s cai xaOypéevov 
avrov eis Td “Opos, 13%. For the latter, cf. 2 Th 24 dare avrov eis Tov 
vaov Tov Geov xalivan. 
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In 14% Mt. substitutes the accusative for Mk.’s genitive and 
has the accusative in v.%, but in v.?6 he retains Mk.’s genitive.} 
Jn 6% has the genitive. The change of accusative for genitive in 
1018 is conditioned by the change of verb, ax@joeo6e for crabjcecbe. 

In 217 Mt. has éx airév for Mk.’s simple dative, but he has 
changed the verb from é7iBdAXewv to eritifecGa. After this verb 
the usual constructions are the simple dative or ez with accusative, 
but Mt. has the genitive again in 27%. In the same verse Mt. has 
éravw aitav for ér aitav. emdvw occurs 8 times in Mt., only once, 
14°= “‘ more than,” in Mk. 

Tpos : 

Mt 816 dative Mk 1°2 xpés. os 

: ” = 2 ” 

1p ” = gi? ” 

zs ” — 1127 ” 

ED ee = ctl 

27° ” a 15% ” 

In 86 and 9? Mt. substitutes zpoopépev for Mk.’s ¢épew. 
mpoodeperv is a favourite word with him, and he always uses the 
simple dative of a person after it. In 1717 the verb is épew in 
Mt. and Mk. Mt. has the dative again in 141% Mk. uses the 
dative 7°4 32%, or xpos 152 2° o}9-20 r17. In 21% 2275 and 27°, 
Mt. substitutes his favourite word zpocepyxeoOar for épyerbar, Mk 
1127 1218 and eioépyeoGar, 154%. The substitution of the dative for 
mpos is a natural consequence. 

Other changes: 
Mt 124 per avrod = Mk 2% ow airo. 

12 xaf? éautys = 324 ed’ éautny. 

m2 ” = ” 
But Mt. retains éf’ éavrov in v.?9, 
13)9 ev TH Kapodia aitav = 4)5 cis avrovs. 
10!4 omit — 61! troKxato. 
2418 éricw = 1316 eis 7a b7riow. 
14” dative = 648 mept with accusative. 
1477 = 6°° wera adtav. 
AaXeiv perd occurs only here in the Synoptic Gospels, 4 

times in Jn., 6 in Rev. But cf. Mt 173 cuvAadodvres 
per aitov= Mk gt the dative. 

157° rapa = Mk 7°! eis. 
167 ev éavtots = 816 zpds adAnAovs. 
16?! dative = 831 wera with accusative. 
1723 = 31 
7 ” 9 ” 

1See Abbott ( Johannine Grammar, 2342), W ho urges that Mk.’s repurardy 
éwi Tis dardgons is ambiguous, and might mean ‘“‘ walking about on the edge 
of the sea.’ 
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Mt 20! dative = Mk 10% wera with accusative. 
211 eis ro “Opos = 11! mpos 7d “Opos. 
21% éy éavtots = 11° apos éavtovs. 

21% ” = EZ! ” 
2678 epi = 1474 imép. 
2634 éy = 14°° dative. 
27°3 edOovtes eis = 152? hépovew—eri. 
27% epi = 15°4 dative. 
27° dative = 156 emi with accusative. 

Many of these changes are without significance, but those in 
316 24°° 26% are probably intentional, whilst those in 24! 137-819 
15°83 218 243 rol? 2418 828 920 o16 1419 ease the construction. Those 
in 816 go? 1717 2123 2223 and 27°58 are to conform to Mt.’s usage else- 
where. 

(g) Conjunctions. 
Mk. three times has dérav with the indicative, viz. 34) 111% 2, 

Mt. avoids this construction. Cf. Mk 65° ézov ay etaopevero, which 
Mt. omits. Cf. Rev 144 drov ay iraye (AC). 

ei in a Statement meaning “‘ that not,” Mk 8!2, Mt. substitutes ov. 
(Z) Changes made in Mk.’s language are sometimes due to the 

fact that the editor has inserted similar sayings from another 
source in another part of his Gospel, and assimilates Mk.’s 
language to these similar passages. 

E.g. Mk 4%=Mt 13; but Mt adds xat repiccevOyjoera, to 
assimilate to 2529, 

Mk 8!” has té 7) yeved atry Cytet onpetov ; dunv A€eyw tpiy el 
Sobjoetar TH yevea TavTn onuciov; but 

Mt 164 has yeved rovynpa kai porxadls onpetov émiytet Kal 
onpetov ov Sofjcerat aitp ei pay TO onpetov ‘lwva, to 
assimilate to 129%, 

Mk 8% has odoer; but Mt 16% has etpyoe, to assimilate 
to 10%, 

Mk 9* has éav oxavdadicy—aroxoyov—oe—td mip Td 
do Beorov; but Mt 188 has ei oxavdadile.—éxxopov—ool, 
and adds xat Bade ad cod, to assimilate to 5°, and 
has 76 wtp 76 aidvioy, to assimilate to 2541. 

Mk 9* has xaAdv éeorw ei; but Mt 18% has cvupdeper—iva, 
to assimilate to 5°°. 

Mk 947 has éa4v—oxavdariin—éxBare—oe¢; but Mt 189 has 
ei— oxavoadile.—éEeXe— ol, and adds kai Bare azo coi, 
to assimilate to 52°, and rot zupds, to assimilate to 522. 

Mk ro4=Mt 109% Mt. adds (ei) uy eri zopveia, to as- 
similate to Mt 5%? zapexrés Adyou Topveias. 

Mk 11=Mt 2171. Mt. adds éav éxyre wiorw, to assimilate 
to07e": 

In 15°**-89 Mt. assimilates the language to 14191, 
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(¢) A few changes seem to be due to the desire to emphasise 
an antithesis, e.g. : 

Mt 157) 8&4 ri of pabyral cov rapaBaivovow. 
153f dia ti kal ipets tapaBaivere. 
15*\ 6 yap Oeds elev tina. 
15°) tpets de A€yere—ovd py TysHorer. 
198\ Mwvons—ererpever. 
19°f A€yw de byiv. 

6. More important, however, than changes in language, are 
alterations which seem due to an increasing feeling of reverence 

_ for the person of Christ. The second Evangelist had not scrupled 
to attribute to Him human emotion, and to describe Him as asking 
questions. Such statements are almost uniformly omitted by the 
editor of this Gospel. 

£.g. he omits the following : 
Mk 3° wepiBreYapevos aitots pet dpyns ovvAvrovpevos. Cf. 

the way in which Mt 12*° avoids zepiAcWapevos of 
Miki 3** 

141 orAayyuobeis ; but Da ff? have dpyioGeis.} 
euBpyrnodpevos. 

371 eféarn. 
6° eéatvpacer. 
822 dvacrevacas TO mvevpart. S! has: “ He was excited in 

spirit”; Arm. “He was angry in His spirit.” Cf. 
Mt.’s omission of 7G rvevpare adrod from Mk 28. 

10!4 jyavaxtnoey. 
107! éuPrdPas atta Nyamnoev aitov. 
14°35 Mt has Avreto Oar for éxbapPBeicOa. 

He omits also clauses which seem to ascribe inability to 
Christ, or desire which was not fulfilled. 

E.g. © dore pnKeri adtov SivacGai—e«ioed Ociv. 
65 otk edvvato éxel rorpoar ovdeuiav Sivapw. Mt 13°8 

substitutes ovK éroinoey éxet Suvdpers ToAXAs. 
648 nOcXev wapeAOetv abrovs. Mt. omits. 
774 oddéva nOehev yvdvar kal ovx yovvacbn Aabelv. Mt. 

omits. 
9° Kai odx nOeAev iva tis yvot. Mt. omits. 

14°8 katradiow. Mt 26% dvvapyar xatadtoa. 
In 1118 Mk. describes the Lord as coming to a fig tree [ei apa 

Te edpyoeév aity Kal eAGav] er avtiy ovde cipey ei uy) PUAXa [6 yap 
Katpos otk iv avkwv]. Mt. omits the bracketed clauses, which 
might give rise to the question why Christ expected to find figs 
which did not exist, and that out of season. 

1See note on 8% Mt. uses omdayxvifer@a of Christ four times (9% 14! 
15™ 20%), and probably read dépyicGels in Mk 14, 
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The same feeling of reverence may have caused the following 
changes : 

Mk 68 6 réxrwv. Mt 1355 6 tov téxtovos vids. 
1018 ri we A€yes dyabov; Mt. 19!" ri pe épwrds rept Tod ayaod; 
1352 odd€ 6 vids. Mt 24°6 omits. 

He omits also the following questions which Mk. places in the 
mouth of the Lord : 

Mk 5° te coe dvopua; 
5° ris pou HWaro Tov ipatiwv ; 
6°8 zocous ExeTE apTous ; 
82 ri yeveda avry Cytet onpetov ; 
823 ef re BAEres ; 
go! ras yéypartat ert Tov vidv Tod avOpdrov; 
g!6 ri cutnreite zpos ators ; 
97! adcos xpovos eativ ds TOTO yéyovev avT@ ; 
9° ri ev TH 606 dteAoyilec Oe ; 

10° ti tptv éverei(Aato Mwvo7s ; 
1414 rod éortiy TO KaTdAvpa pov; 

Due to the same causes are, no doubt, changes made in regard 
to the miracles. 

There is a tendency to emphasise the immediacy of a miracle ; 
cf. the insertion of a6 ris dpas éxeivns, Mt 9% 1528 1718. A more 
striking case of this occurs in the parable of the Fig Tree. In Mk. 
an interval of a day is placed between the denunciation of it by 
the Lord and the observation of the disciples that it had withered 
in the meantime. But Mt. draws together the two sections of the 
narrative, states that the tree withered immediately upon Christ’s 
word, and that the disciples were astonished at this immediate 
fulfilment of the Lord’s word (2171). There is a similar heightening 
in the universal scope of Christ’s healings. Mk 1%? %% records that 
‘“‘all” who were sick were brought to Christ, and that He healed . 
“many.” Mt. reverses the adjectives—‘ many ” were brought, and 
“all” were healed (81°). There is a similar alteration in Mt 12% 
as compared with Mk 371°, Here, too, may be noticed the 
heightening in number in the two miracles of feeding by the 
insertion of the phrase xwpls yuvatkav Kal rardiwv, 147) 15°8, 

Noticeable also is the omission of the two miracles, Mk 78! 
8228. in which the cure is effected by physical means: “ He put 
His fingers into his ears, and spat, and touched his tongue,” 7°; 
‘* He spat on his eyes,” 823. Moreover, in the latter incident the 
cure is a gradual one, necessitating a twofold laying on of hands. 
Contrast the emphasis laid by Mt. in two cases on Christ as 
healing “with a word,” 8816 Another noticeable change of 
this sort is found in Mt 171718, Mk 920-26 describes how the 
spirit tare the sufferer as he was brought to Christ, so that he fell 
on the ground and wallowed foaming. The Lord presently bade 
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the spirit come forth ; whereupon, “having cried out and rent him 
sore, he came out. And he became as one dead, so that many 
said that he had died.” Mt. omits all these details, simply saying 
that “the demon came forth from him.” St. Luke retains much 
of this description, but omits all traces of physical suffering after 
Christ’s command. A similar desire to avoid descriptions of bodily 
anguish after Christ’s healing word may have co-operated with 
other motives in causing the omission of Mk 178-8, Mk. records 
that after Christ’s word “the unclean spirit rent him, and cried 
with a loud voice.” Here again a similar motive has influenced 
St. Luke, who states indeed that ‘‘the demon threw him down in 
the midst,” but adds, ‘came out from him, having done him no 
hurt,” 4°° 

In view of the facts recorded above, it may perhaps be not too 
fanciful to see a striving after a reverential attitude in the following 
changes. In Mk 4°*8 the disciples ask the half-reproachful question, 
“Ts it not a care to Thee that we perish?” Mt 8% substitutes 
“save, we perish.” In Mk 6%’ they ask a question which might be 
interpreted in an ironical sense: ‘‘ Are we to go away and buy two 
hundred pennyworth of bread?” Mt 14!’ omits.) Does Mt. omit 
Mk 1* because, side by side with the statement that Christ was 
unable to do something, it records an act of direct disobedience 
to Christ’s express command? Lastly, Mt. has substituted for 
Mk 1278-34 ga narrative of very different tone. Did he find the 
approbation of Christ’s teaching expressed by the scribe too 
patronising? See note on 22°4, For the relation of Mt. to Mk. in 
the account of Christ’s use of the parabolic method in teaching, 
Beer Ont px310-12: 

7. Side by side with these changes in expressions dealing 
with the person of the Lord runs a series of somewhat similar 
alterations in favour of the disciples. 

£.g.,in Mk 4} there is a rebuke addressed to the disciples, 
“Do ye not know this parable, and how shall ye appreciate 
all the parables?” In Mt 13!©1!7 this rebuke is omitted, 
and there is inserted instead a blessing, ‘‘ Blessed are your 
eyes,” etc. 

In Mk 4% ovrw éxere rictw becomes édrrydmicror in Mt 876, 
Mk 652 ov yap ouvykay él Tos aptots GAN’ HY airay 7) Kapdta 
TEeTMOPWLEVY, is omitted from Mt 14%, 

Mk 817 TeTWpopevyy Exere THY Kapdtay % Day 5 ; dpOarpodts exovres 
ov BAérere kal ta Exovtes ovK aKoveTeE, 1s Omitted at Mt 169, 
and in v.!2 a statement is inserted to the effect that the 
disciples did understand. 

At Mk 89 Mt. inserts the eulogy of St. Peter, ‘“‘ Blessed art 
thou, Simon Barjona,” etc., 1617-19, 

1 Cf. also the omission of the question Mk 5*! from the parallel in Mt. 
¢ 
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At Mk 9!8 another clause is inserted to emphasise the fact that 
the disciples understood Christ’s teaching (Mt 171%). 

From Mk 9°, Mt 17* omits the statement that St. Peter ‘knew 
not what to answer. 

Mk 9, which records that the disciples disputed about the 
rising from the dead, is omitted at Mt 17%. 

For Mk 92 “ And they understood not the saying, and were 
afraid to ask Him,” there is substituted in Mt 17?8 the 
harmless words, ‘‘ And they were very grieved.” 

From Mk 9*8-34 Mt. omits the statements that the disciples had 
disputed who was the greater among them, 181. 

In Mk 1to* an ambitious request is ascribed to James and 
John. In Mt 20? this request is transferred to the mother 
of the two Apostles. 

In Mk 4118 the Twelve are represented as ignorant of the 
meaning of Christ’s parables. Mt. avoids this. 

From Mk 14* the words, “and they knew not what to answer 
Him,” are omitted by Mt 26%, 

Compare also the omission of of 8¢ pabyrat CapPotvro er: rots 
Adyos airod (Mk 1074) in Mt 19”, and the omission of 
kat €OapBotvro (Mk 10%?) in Mt 2017, 

8. The following alterations are due to a desire to emphasise 
a fulfilment of prophecy in an incident recorded by Mk. : 

Mk 11? w@Aov dedeuevov. Mt 21? dvov dedenevynv kat wOXAov per 
avrys. The citation from Zec 99 follows in v.°. 

Mk 14" érnyyeiAavro aire dpyvpiov dotva. Mt 26 eornoayv 
avT® tpiaxovta dpyvpia. Both éorycavy and pidKovra 
occur in Zec 111%, and are here inserted to prepare the way 
for the quotation of Zec 11 in 279 10, 

Mk 1523 éopupvicpevov otvov. Mt 27% olvoy pera xOoArs 
fewtypevov, with probable reference to Ps 69”. 

9. The following changes or brief insertions are made by Mt. 
to qualify or explain a statement of the second Evangelist : 

Mk 84=Mt 164. Mt. adds <i pi 7d onpetoy Idva, remembering 
that in 124° he has already represented Christ as making 
this qualification of His words. 

815— Mt 16% Mt. substitutes xai Saddovxatwv for Kai THs 
Ciuns ‘Hpwdov to prepare the way for his explanation in 
v.12 that “‘leaven” meant “teaching.” 

829— Mt 1616 Mt. adds 6 vids rod Geov tov Lavros. 
1oll=Mt 19% Mt. adds (ei) pur) eri zopveia. 
10°*= Mt 201% Mt. substitutes cravpOoa for aroxtevovow. 
14©= Mt 2687, Mt. adds ris éorw 6 maicas oe to explain 

TpopyTevoov. 
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15%—Mt 274% Mt. has of d& Aorol efray for Mk.’s 
ambiguous Aéywyr. 

Lastly, the substitution of otrés éorw in Mt 3!” for 3d fin Mk 1! 
may be due to a desire to make it clear that the divine 
voice was heard not by Christ alone, but by others also. 
It was a public announcement of His divinity. 

10. Under the head of changes made for the sake of greater 
accuracy may be noted the following : 

Mk 276 éri “ABiddap dpxrepews. Mt 12* omits. 
57? eis TOv apxicvvaydywv. Mt g!8 dpywy eis ; cf. Schiirer, 

TOG. 
614 Bacirte’s. Mt 14! retpadpyys. 
672 ris Ovyarpos abrov (ait7s) Hpwdiddos. Mt 14° 4 Ovyarnp 

THs “Hpwo.ddos. 
881 931 10% wera tpeis nuepas. Mt 162! 1723 20!9 ry zpity 

P€p 4. 
9° “HAcias oly Mwvoet. Mt 173 Mwvons wat “HAeas. 

141 10 mdcya kai ra alupa. Mt 26? omits xat ra alupa 
14” 7H mpwTn nuepa Tov alipwv Ore TO Tacxa eOvov. Mt 

2617 omits dre To tdaya eOvov. 
157! épydpevov dx aypov= ‘coming from work.” Mt 27%? 

omits. See note. 
154° ayopacas owddva. Mt 2759 omits. See note. 

11. Some noticeable changes in point of fact are: 
Mk 214 Acveiy tov Tod “AAdaiov. Mt 9° dvOpwrov—MaGatov 

Aeyopevor. 
51 Tepacnvav. Mt 828 Tadapnvav. 
52 avOpwros. Mt 8% dvo. 
810 AaApavovda. Mt 15° Mayaday. 

10° 6 vids Tipatov Bapriparos tupAds mpocairyns. Mt 20%? 
dv0 tupAol. 

14°7 twes. Mt 26° dvo. 
It is hoped that the facts collected above will be sufficient to 

convince the reader that of the two Gospels, that of S. Mark 
is primary, that of S. Matthew secondary. They seem to point 
all in the same direction. That is to say, whilst it is not 
inconceivable that such changes should have been made by a later 
writer in the text of S. Mark, it is extremely improbable that the 
author of the second Gospel should have been dependent on the 
first, and have made the changes in the reverse direction. From 
every point of view, whether it be of linguistic style, of reverence 
for Christ, of esteem for His Apostles, or of consideration for the 
reader, the alterations made by Mt. give the impression of be- 
longing toa later stage of evangelic tradition as compared with 
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that represented by Mk. Isolated cases may seem open to 
question, but anyone who reads through the first Gospel with 
Mk. before him, asking himself why it is that Mt. differs from the 
second Gospel, will, I believe, be led to the conclusion that, taken 
as a whole, his deviations from Mk.’s text can only be explained 
as due to motives which interpenetrate every part of his work. 

This subject, however, must not be left without some con- 
sideration of the fact that Mt.’s treatment of Mk. often finds a 
parallel in Lk. In other words, Mt. and Lk. often agree against 
Mk. in omission and in substitution of a word or phrase, and 
(rarely) in an insertion. This fact has led to the suggestion that 
in addition to Mk., Mt. and Lk. had a second source containing 
parallel matter, and that they not infrequently agree in preferring 
the language of this second source to that of Mk. This second 
source might, of course, be either a document already used by 
Mk., or a document independent of Mk., but containing many 
parallel sections. 

The following facts are worthy of consideration : 
Lk. like Mt. omits many details from Mk.’s narrative. 
£.g. Mk 1}8 the wild beasts. 

129 James and John. 
2%6 Abiathar. 
3i7 Boanerges. 
4°§ the cushion. 
58 “about two thousand.” 
6°7 “two hundred pennyworth.” 
6°9 “green”; Lk. also omits “grass.” 
64° “in ranks ”—“ by hundreds.” 
9° the fuller. 

14°! the young man. 
157 the father of Alexander and Rufus. 
15** Pilate’s question about Christ’s death. 

Especially the statements about the thronging of the multitudes : 
133 45 92 39.10. 20 631, 

Lk. like Mt. frequently omits Mk.’s characteristic words and 
phrases, kal ed@vs, mdAuv, mwoAXd, ore after verbs of saying ; and 
substitutes 8€ for kai. 

kal evOvs occurs only once in Lk. in a non-Marcan passage, 6%. 
mdAwv occurs 3 times in Lk., once, 237°, from Mk. 
woAAd (adverbial) occurs in Lk. twice, both from Mk., 9?? 17% 
ére after verbs of saying is omitted by Lk. from Marcan 

passages 14 times. 
dé is substituted for kai by Mt. and Lk. 26 times. See Hor. 

Syn. p. 120. 
Like Mt., Lk. avoids Mk.’s historic presents. There is but 

one instance in Lk., viz. 84?= Mk 5° See Hor. Syn. p. 119. 
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Like Mt., Lk. substitutes aorists for imperfects, e.g. in Mk 1°? 
4? 513-17 67 1218 1472, But Mt. is much more consistent than 
Lk. in this change. 

Like Mt., Lk. omits yp£aro-avro, from Mk 517: 20 634 881 1028. 82. 47 
13° 149; but Lk. has this construction 27 times. 

Like Mt., Lk. sometimes avoids Mk.’s redundant phrases. 
Clauses bracketed in the following are omitted by Lk.: 

Mk 1°? [dyias de yevoperys |. 
142 [kai éxabepioOy |. 
215 | joav yap roXXo‘]., 

iddvres Gru eoOler pera TOV GpaptwAdv Kal TeAwvdr], 
dcov—vyorevew |, 
xpelav exer]. 

12 Lk. abbreviates, 
519 [ rpds Tots cous]. 
6° Lk. abbreviates. 

102" [adAN’ od rapa Gea), 
1046 [kai éxropevopevou 
1178 | iva tadrTa rows |. 
1214 | ddpev 7 py Sper]. 

Lk. sometimes agrees with Mt. in the substitution of one word 
for another, generally a common word for a rare one, ¢.g. : 

Mk 1” oxilopevovs; Mt. Lk. jrvewyOnoar, dvewxOnvar 
112 éxBadrAeac; Mt. avnyOn; Lk. iyero. 
241 xpaBarrov; Mt. xAivny; Lk. xAuvidvov. 
271 émipamrer; Mt. Lk. émuBarrAcr. 
614 BaciXevs ; Mt. Lk. rerpaapyys. 

10” tpvpadias; Mt. Lk. tpyparos. 
1447 éraccev; Mt. waragéas; Lk. éxaragev. 
14” émBaraov; Mt. Lk. e&eAOav Ew? 
1548 évetAnoev; Mt. Lk. evervAcéev. 

Lk. agrees with Mt. in nearly all the changes mentioned on 
pp. xxxi ff. with reference to the person of the Lord, omitting either 
the words in question or the whole paragraph. Exceptions are 
that Lk. retains the questions in Mk 5% and 14", and ri pe A€yets 
ayaov in 108. He omits the entire incident of the cursing of the 
fig tree which Mt. has modified, and avoids the direct statement 
of disobedience to Christ’s command in 1*°, which Mt. omitted. 

In the following changes of the same kind he has not the 
support of Mt. 

Mk 1°8 é&AOov; Lk. ameordAnv, to make it clear that the 
coming forth from God is intended. 

Lk. omits the agony in the garden, Mk 14°84 (Lk 2249-44, which 
is not in Mk., is omitted by 8*A BRT S'); the mockery by the 
soldiers, Mk 15162; the spitting, Mk 14%; the feeling of desertion 
by God, Mk 15*4; the rebuke of Christ by St. Peter, Mk 8°, 

Teperya} 
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Lk. also agrees with Mt. in some of the changes with reference 
to the disciples. 

Mk 4!8 Lk. omits. 
4° oirw éxere tiotw; Lk. rod H riotes tyav; 
6°2 Lk. omits the whole section. 
817 Lk. omits the whole section. 
9° Lk. omits the whole section. 
g** Lk. adds a clause to explain that the ignorance of the 

disciples was due to the fact that the matter was 
hidden from them (by God?) ; cf. Lk 18%4 2416, 

1074 Lk. omits. 
to*2 Lk. omits. 
10%-45 Lk. omits the whole section. 
14*° Lk. omits the paragraph. 

In the following changes of the same kind Lk. has not the 
support of Mt. : 

8%3 the rebuke of St. Peter. Lk. omits the paragraph. 
14°° the flight of the disciples. Lk. omits. 

(1) Of these changes many of the more important might well 
be due to independent revision of Mk. by Mt. and Lk., especially 
those relating to Christ and His Apostles. It is evident that 
contemplation of the life of the Lord, and reflection upon His 
Person and work, and all that it meant for human life; and the 
deepening reverence that springs spontaneously from the life of 
meditation upon His words, and from spiritual communion with 
Him, and from worship of God in His name, was gradually leading 
Christian writers partly to refine and purify, partly to make careful 
choice of the language in which they described His life. In 
connection with His Sacred Person the choicest words only must 
be used, choicest not for splendour or beauty of sound or of 
suggestion, but as conveying in the simplest and most direct way 
the greatest amount of truth about Him with the least admixture 
of wrong emphasis. In this respect the Synoptic Gospels present 
in miniature the same process that afterwards took place on a 
larger scale in the history of the creeds. Already the Gospel 
writers found themselves committed to the task of describing the 
life of One whom they knew to have been a truly human Person, 
whom yet they believed to have been an incarnation of the Eternal. 
This task, in which it could never be possible to attain more than 
a relative amount of success, was increased by the fact that the 
books to be written were intended not for Christians with years of 
Christian thought and instruction to soften apparent inconsistencies, 
nor for men trained in the art of so softening the intellectual] 
paradoxes of life as to escape from mental paralysis, but for the 
average member of the Christian congregation, simple-minded and 
matter-of-fact, to whom the narrative of the Lord’s life with its 
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double-sidedness would repeatedly suggest hard questions, until 
use and custom blunted their edge. How could the Lord, if He 
was divine, ask for information? How could He wish or will 
things that did not happen? How could it be said that He could 
not do this or that? Did God really forsake Him in the garden? 
Could it be that He had prayed a prayer which was unfulfilled ? 
Was it possible that S. Peter had rebuked Him?. Why was He 
baptized if baptism implied repentance and forgiveness of sin? 
The first and third Gospels prove themselves to be later than 
the second by the consideration which they show for the simple- 
minded reader in questions like this, and it is quite possible that 
Mt. and Lk. may often have agreed in a quite independent revision 
of Mk. in these respects. A good many of the verbal agreements, 
e.g. the grammatical changes, such as the substitution of aorists for 
historic presents, or the correction of an awkward turn of phrase in 
Mk., might also be due to independent revision. But no doubt 
this explanation will not account for all the agreements between 
Mt. and Lk. taken in their entirety, and we must look for other 
more comprehensive or supplementary explanations. 

(2) The theory that Mt. and Lk. had in addition to Mk. a 
second source, containing parallel matter to almost the whole of 
Mk., is very unsatisfactory. Here and there it seems to promise 
a solution. But the attempt to make it explain all the agreements 
in question ends in the reconstruction of a lost Gospel, almost 
identical with our S. Mark, save for the points of agreement 
between Mt. and Lk. which are in question. Is it in the least 
likely that there should have existed a second Gospel so similar 
to that of S. Mark? And granting this, is it probable that two 
later writers would have independently turned from S. Mark to pick 
out words and phrases from this Mark’s “double”? See, further, 
Abbott, Corrections of Mark, 319. Here and there, however, the 
principle which underlies this explanation will be of service. Mt. 
and Lk., ¢.g., agree, against Mk., in certain words of the parable 
of the Mustard Seed. It is possible that Mt. turned here from 
Mk. to the Logia (see p. lvi), whilst Lk.’s account of the parable, 
which does not stand in his Gospel in the place where Mk 430-82 
should occur, but later, was taken from some source where it 
occurred in a form like that of the Logia. This would account 
for agreements between Mt. and Lk. 

Along these lines, that the agreements in question are sometimes 
due to the fact that Mt. and Lk. independently agree in re-editing 
Mk., and they are sometimes due to the fact that Mt. and Lk. 
sometimes substitute for Mk. a second tradition which they drew 
immediately from different sources, much may be explained. 

But three other factors must probably be taken into account. 
(3) Some of the agreements in question are probably due to 
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the fact that the copy of Mk. used by Mt. and Lk. had already 
undergone textual correction from the original form of the Gospel. 
That is to say, the text of Mk. used by Mt. and Lk. may be called 
a recension of the original Mk., whilst the text of Mark as we 
have it is another recension. £.g. Mk 1*! has orAayxvioGeis, but 
Mt. and Lk. both omit the word. It is quite possible that their copy 
of Mk. had épycets, which is read by Daff% The omission of 
Mt. and Lk. would then be parallel to other changes made by 
them in Mk.’s text. 

In Mk 118 the majority of MSS. have éorpwoav, but D S! curss. 
have the imperf. éorpdvvvov, which has the advantage of being in 
Mk.’s style and is probably original. Now Mt. probably read the 
imperfect in Mk. He alters it in accordance with his custom into 
the aorist in 218, but he shows his knowledge of it by repeating 
the verb in the imperfect. And Lk. also read the imperfect in Mk. 

(4) Some of the agreements in question are probably due to 
the fact that the texts of the first and third Gospels have been 
assimilated. 

£.g. Mt. in 22°+40 and Lk in 10%-27 have a narrative similar 
to Mk 1228-84, in which they have several agreements against Mk. 
One of the most important of these is the word vopxds, by which 
they describe the questioner. But vopuxds is omitted from Mt. by 
1. S! Arm. Orig., and may be due to assimilation to Lk. 

In Mt 21*# the majority of MSS. have a verse which is not 
found in the section in Mk., but which is also inserted in the 
corresponding section in Lk. But in Mt. the verse is omitted by 
D 33abeff!-2 S!}, and may be due to assimilation to Lk.; or, as 
suggested in the commentary, it may be a gloss which came into 
the first Gospel, and was incorporated into the third by the same 
or by a later copyist. 

If we could recover the text of our two Gospels as they left 
the hands of the Evangelists, it is quite possible that the number 
of their agreements would be largely diminished. 

(5) Lastly, amongst his many sources (Lk 1!) Lk. may have 
seen and read Mt., though his use of it is so slight that he cannot 
have had it constantly before him. This can nowhere be proved, 
but would obviously explain many agreements, both in matter parallel 
to Mk. and in non-Marcan material. I am inclined to believe that 
Lk 17! is due to abbreviation of Mt 18%! (see notes), and the 
agreement of Mt. and Lk. in substituting évervAcée for the 
eveiAnoev of Mk 1546 seems to me to be most naturally explained by 
the theory that Lk. had read Mt. and was here influenced by reminis- 
cence of his language. Of course, if a reasonable case could be 
made out for Lk.’s dependence upon Mt. in any one case, then a 
large number of agreements between the two Gospels would be at 
once more easily explained by this fact than by any other theory. 
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8B. MATTER COMMON TO MATTHEW AND LUKE ALONE. 

Mt 37-2 = Lk 3717. 

See note on Mt 371%. Probably not borrowed from a 
common written source. 

qr =Lk 4713, 

See note on Mt 4?. Probably not borrowed from a 
common written source. 

bas Sermon. = Lk 617. 20-23, 
5390 40, 42 e 629. 30, 

Bere i! 634. 35, 

Gee ie 6278. 28b, 

5" “5 635, 
Cae 5 632, 
Be 5 633, 
chk : 636, 
Te ” 

6374 

7 - 638b 

oa : 641. 42 
7i2 te 631 

2 : 644 
a 5 643 
21 ‘ Gio? 

aad 647-49 

them different recensions of the Sermon on the Mount. 
See p. 70. 

5134 Sermon. = Lk 14% 35, 
33 15 * 11°) 

18 f TO", 
25, 57-59 525. 26 x ipgles 
32 i 16!°: 

68 oA cf. 1290: 
69-13 . rri-4, 
619-21 aN 1233 84. 
622. 23 ie 1134 35, 

6% ” 16}8, 
625-34 e 1222-31, 
gril ‘3 112-13, 

13, 14 3 eles 
722. 23 1325-27, 

” 

It will be seen that Mt. has in close connection sayings 
which in Lk. appear in different contexts. There is 
also a good deal of divergence in language. The 
former fact makes it unlikely that these sayings were 

1 Cf. Mk 9”. 
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drawn from a common written source unless it were a 
document containing detached sayings and groups of 
sayings. The latter fact suggests diversity of source. 

Mies East and West. eke 
So Centurion. aslo 
Not from a common source, but either from oral 

tradition or from independent written sources. See 
note on Mt 8513, 

oo Two aspirants. ofr se 
Not from a common source. See note on Mt 8. 
Ba Beelzeboul. Lk r1!4", 
oe Labourers few. 102, 

1010b Charge to the Twelve. 107, 
rol2- 18 " ene 

1015 a 102, 
To16a 45 10%, 
10724: 25 i 610, 

1026-33 i 1279, 

Me rtd ms 1251-53 
108% 88 ws 1426. 27 
1029 6 1733, 

Not from a common written source, but from oral 
tradition or from different written sources. Or Lk. 
has been influenced by Mt. See the commentary. 

EEA The Baptist. Wee 
er bs 7 22-28, 
pplz. 18 “ 1616, 
y y16-19 781-35, 
pr21-238 i 1018-15, 

11% = 102, 
1125-27 ro2l- 22. 

” 

Not from a common written source, but from independent 
written sources. See the commentary. 

12H Lost sheep. TAP: 
Not from a common written source. 

poo! Beelzeboul. ire 
The similarity here may be accidental. See note on. 

Es Beelzeboul. pies 
1230 ss 1123, 

1232 a 1210, 
1238-35 if 643-45, 

E222 Sign. re 
1239. 40 7 1122 30, 

ozo si ree 
1242 ‘3 rie 
1240-45 II 24-26 | 

” 
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From independent written sources. See note on Mt 127%, 
Mtr 316th Blessed are your eyes. kenos 2: 

From independent sources. 
ee Leaven. gio 

From a common written source. Or Luke has been 
influenced by Matthew. 

1514 Blind leading blind. 6°. 
Independent fragments. 

162-3! 1254-561, 

7720! Grain of mustard seed. 170! 
ope Lost sheep. te 

Independent versions of the parable. See the commentary. 
187 Offences. nye. 
1815 Forgiveness. site 
1 Q2l- 22 174. 

” 

Independent written sources. Or Luke may have been 
influenced by Matthew. See note on Mt 18. 

282 729. 30, 

Independent. 
arts 20187, 

But the verse is probably spurious in Mt. See note. 
zoe AO The Great Commandment. TOs 
234 Denunciation of Pharisees. 1 146d, 
2312 a r4ll 73l4, 

eae . rae 
2328 = nee 
2 2.25. 26 e 1139-41, 
2 227. 28 “ sea 

2 229-31 i ryt? 48, 
2 234-86 ay 1149-51, 
2 337-89 i 1384 95, 

Not from a common written source. See note on Mt 23}. 
2423-26-28 End of world. 1723 24. 37, 
2437-39 fe 1726. 27. 90, 
2440. 41 5 1734 35, 

From independent sources. 
2448-51 End of world. Toes 

Perhaps from a common written source. 
a Talents. TG). 

Independent versions of the parable. 
It will be seen that the material tabulated above falls into two 

groups. A. A few narrative sections: 
Mt 85-18 = Lk 7!10 The Centurion. 
a = 9°7-69 The two aspirants. 

g27435)ch..g =» x8* Lhe dumb devil. 
1Cf. Mk 1278-%, 
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Mt 1238 = Lk 116 Request for a sign. 
Pg oa) = 10%5-27 The great commandment 

To which may be added— 
Me si = Lk 371” John’s preaching. 

qr = 4713 The temptation. 
B. Sayings of Christ. 
Some of these are isolated sayings or small groups of sayings 

which occur in different contexts in the two Gospels; e.g. : 
= Mtict = Eka 
* 518 at 1133, 
¥ 518 = ret? 
* 525-26 2 1257-59, 
* 522 Be: 1618, 

68 cf. es 
* 69-18 rk rit 
* 619-21 A 1233-34, 
i 622-23 = 1 134-35, 

fi 624 = 1613, 
; 625-34 = 1222-31, 
+ 77 us Se Sry 
* 713-14 = 1224, 
* 722-23 Be 1226-27, 
* gil-12 2s 1325-30, 
# 92425 iS 610, 
# 5926-83 Be 1222, 
# = 984-36 = 1251-58, 
Se 37-38 = 1426-27, 

E10"? = 1753, 
*  y2ll = 145, 
f 131617 = 1023-24, 
+ xslt = 639, 
area Bat = 729. 309, 

te) cone? = 20187, 
i] Dipl = pall 1814, 

t 2387-89 = 1234-35, 
¢ 2443-51 = 1239-46, 
* 9514-20 a vqul2st 

In the passages marked * there is, besides the difference of 
setting, considerable verbal variation. Note, however, in Mt 6°18 
= Lk 11! the remarkable agreement in émovowos. In the passages 
marked 7 there is very close verbal agreement, with occasional 
variation. 

So far as these passages go, the divergence in setting, combined 
with the differences of language, are adverse to the theory of a 
common Greek source, unless that were a collection of detached 
sayings or groups of sayings. The few passages marked t might 
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be explained by the view that Luke was acquainted with Matthew, 
and was sometimes influenced by his language, or by the view that 
the different sources used by the two Evangelists contained these 
sections, the agreement in language being due to derivation from 
a document lying behind the sources of our two Gospels. 

Other passages, however, present more difficulty, since the 
agreement is greater in extent ; e.g. : 

(1) The Sermon on the Mount, Mt 5-7 = Lk 6. 
(2) The charge to the Twelve, LOW ON Ea: 
(3) The discourse about the Baptist, TINS. eer: 
(4) The discourse about Beelzeboul, 12ee— 0 ete 
(5) The denunciation of the Pharisees, Pye Is 11 
(6) The discourse about the last things, 2A eae 7e 

In the Sermon on the Mount there is very substantial agree- 
ment combined with, as, e¢.g., in the Beatitudes, remarkable diverg- 
ence. The charge to the Twelve is remarkable, because Mt. 
has expanded and enlarged Mk.’s short charge. Lk. in the parallel 
to Mt. borrows Mk., but has one or two agreements with Mt. 
against Mk. But in the next chapter he gives a charge to the 
Seventy which agrees in many respects with Mt.’s expansion of 
Mk. 

In the discourse about the Baptist there is great verbal agree- 
ment. In the sayings of denunciation of the Pharisees the context 
is different, but there is great verbal agreement. The discourse 
about Beelzeboul has remarkable features. If Lk. were non- 
existent, it might be supposed that Mt. had expanded Mk., adding 
a further section dealing with the request for a sign. But Lk., 
who omits Mk.’s discourse from its proper place in his Gospel, 
inserts later a discourse similar to that of Mt.’s, but places at the 
beginning of it both the charge of casting out devils by the aid 
of Beelzeboul and the request for a sign, thus weaving Mt.’s two 
consecutive discourses into one. The discourse about the last 
things in Mt 24 contains several sayings which Lk. has in a 
different context but in similar language in ch. 17. 

We may now take into consideration the whole of the sayings 
common to the two Gospels. 

The following theories have been put forward to account for 
their agreement : 

(1) “Both Evangelists drew from a common written source.” 
This is a natural way of explaining the fact that the two Gospels 
have so many sayings in common; and if they contained these 
sayings and no others, the conclusion that they drew from a 
common written source would be almost irresistible. But the 
fact that in both Gospels there are found many sayings not pre- 
served elsewhere, considerably weakens the argument. For the 
fact that they both record many similar or identical sayings may be 
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equally well explained by the probability that these were the best 
known and most widely current sayings of Christ in the early Church. 

Against this theory of a common written source may be urged 
the following objections : 

(a) It is almost impossible to reconstruct any sort of written 
document out of the common material unless indeed it were a 
serles of isolated and detached sayings, or short groups of sayings. 
If the two Evangelists had before them a common written source 
containing discourses and parables connected with incidents, how 
is it that they differ so widely in the general order in which they 
record these sayings, and very often in the context or occasion to 
which they assign them? In following S. Mark the editor of the 
first Gospel rarely transfers sayings from one context to another. 

(2) If, however, it be supposed that the alleged source was a 
collection of detached sayings, the variation in language is still to 
be accounted for. However, it is true that in following S. Mark 
the editor of the first Gospel not infrequently alters the words of 
Christ’s sayings. Cf. eg.: 

Mt 84 70 ddapor. Mk 1% zepi tod Kabapiocpod cov. 
gt evOupetobe. 28 duadoyileo be. 
9° Krivnv. 21 xpaBarttov. 
9) revOety. 219 ypyoreveuv. 
916 emiBadrAe. 271 éxipamret. 

13°2 év tots kAddous adrod. 4°? bro TH OKLaY AUTON. 
And it might be urged that he (and perhaps S. Luke also) has 
sometimes departed from the phraseology of the alleged source. 
But, taken as a whole, the variation in language in these sayings 
common to Mt. and Lk. suggests rather independent sources than 
revision of a common source, and in some cases the former 
alternative is necessary if Wellhausen? is right in explaining the 
variations which occur in them as due to translation from an 
Aramaic original. For his suggestion that the two Evangelists 
had access not only to a Greek translation of the supposed 
common written source, but also to the Aramaic original, is a 
clumsy theory. It is simpler to suppose that the two Evangelists 
drew from different Greek sources.? 

(2) “Both Evangelists drew from oral tradition.” There is a 
great deal to be said in favour of this, for it will be remembered that 
we are dealing with groups of sayings, parables, or discourses which 
would be easily retained in the memory. And amongst the Jews, 
as to-day amongst the Chinese, the current educational methods 

1 Finlettung, p. 36. 
2 I welcome a tendency in Germany to speak doubtfully about the material 

to be assigned to the alleged common source. Cf. Harnack: ‘‘ich zweifle 
nicht das Manches, was Matth. und Luk. gemeinsam ist und daher aus dieser 
Quelle stammen k6nnte, nicht auf sie zuriickgeht, sondern einen anderen 
Ursprung hat,” Zukas der Arzt, p. 108, Anm. Tf. 
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trained the memory to retain masses of teaching. When Josephus 
(c. Apion. ii. 19) says that “if anybody ask any one of our people 
about our laws, he will more readily tell them all than he will tell 
his own name,” he may have generalised too far, but there is 
every probability that Christian converts in the early Church knew 
by heart sayings and parables which had been taught to them as 
traditional sayings of the Master. 

However, there is little need to force the oral tradition theory 
to cover all the facts presented by the agreement between Mt. and 
Lk., because there is reason to think that both writers used written 
sources. 

(3) “The two Evangelists drew from independent written 
sources.” It is quite unlikely that when these editors drew up their 
Gospels, S. Mark’s writing was the only written source before them. 
So far as S. Luke is concerned, he distinctly implies that there were 
many evangelic writings. And, indeed, nothing is in itself more 
probable than that sayings, parables, and discourses of Christ 
should have been committed to writing at a very early period. 
Not, of course, necessarily for wide publication, but for private use, 
or for communication by letter, or for the use of Christian teachers 
and preachers. The assertions frequently made, that the Christian 
eschatological doctrine would have acted as a prejudice against 
writing down the words of Christ, and that the Jewish scruple 
about committing the oral law or the targums to writing would 
have transferred itself to the early Christian community and the 
teaching of their Master, are purely conjectural, and without founda- 
tion. We are dealing with a society in which, as the letters of the 
New Testament show, writing was well known and in common use.! 
In every Christian community there would probably be found 
individuals who possessed in writing some of the words of Christ. 

(4) S. Luke was acquainted with the first Gospel. This is at 
present a view very much out of favour amongst critical writers, 
But there is much to be said for it. §S. Luke may well have read 
the first Gospel and been influenced by its phraseology, and here 
and there by its arrangement of sayings. On the other hand, its 
Jewish-Christian colouring, its anti-Jewish polemic, its artificial 
grouping of Christ’s sayings, may well have seemed to S. Luke to 
be features in it which it was undesirable to imitate. The popular 
supposition, that if he had been acquainted with it he could not 
have omitted from his Gospel anything that the editor of the first 
Gospel had recorded, is an entirely conjectural and unnecessary 
fiction. There is no reason to suppose that he intended, any 
more than the author of the Fourth Gospel, to record everything 
that tradition handed down of the sayings and acts of Christ. On 

1 In Oxyrhynchus Papyrt, 1-4, there are about twenty-eight private letters of 
the first cent. ; in Hay#m Towns about twenty. 
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the other hand, the fact that he had read the first Gospel amongst 
many other evangelic writings would sometimes explain agree- 
ments in language and arrangement between the two Gospels in 
matter common to them. It would also explain another feature. 
In matter parallel to S. Mark, where they are presumably copying 
the second Gospel, they often agree in omission or in alteration of 
a word or phrase against S. Mark. For this there are probably 
several co-operating causes. In part, they may independently agree 
in revising the second Gospel. Again, the copies of S. Mark 
which lay before them may have been recensions? of the second 
Gospel differing from that which has come down to us, but 
agreeing in some of those points in which Mt. and Lk. agree 
against Mk. Further, the second Gospel may have undergone 
revision since its use by the first and third Evangelists, or the agree- 
ments of Mt. and Lk. against Mk. may in part be due to textual 
assimilation of one of these Gospels to the other. But, lastly, 
some of these agreements may be due to the fact that Lk. has 
read the first Gospel, and was influenced by its phraseology even 
where he had Mk. before him, and was reproducing it. 

If, now, we ask how far these hypotheses can be applied to the 
matter tabulated above, we shall find the theory of a single written 
source unsatisfactory. Variation in order, in setting, and in 
language all alike are evidence against the use of such a source. 
And what can be more uncritical than to heap together in one 
amorphous and conjectural document a number of sayings simply 
because they occur in two Gospels? Is there any more reason 
for supposing that they come from one document than for assigning 
them to a number of sources? It is urged that, whereas other 
written sources are entirely conjectural, we do know of one 
source the writing of which” Papias speaks. But not only does an 
earlier writer than Papias speak of many who had undertaken to 
draw up evangelical records (Luke 11), but the reconstruction 
of the Aramaic document mentioned by Papias out of the material 
common to Mt. and Lk. is an impossible task. Let us assume 
that the two writers had before them the same translation. Why 
then do they present its contents in such different methods? 
Why does Mt. mass together in the Sermon on the Mount sayings 
which Lk. distributes over chs. 11-16? Why does Mt. give us 
nine beatitudes, whilst Lk. has four blessings, counterbalanced by 
four woes? Why does Mt. place the Lord’s Prayer in the Sermon, 
whilst Lk. records it in quite a different connection, and in a 
shorter form? Or, allowing that in spite of this arbitrary treat- 
ment of their source, such a document can be reconstructed, why 
then do they so wilfully alter its phraseology ? Upon what sort of 
principle did Mt. alter zpaxrope into trypéry (Mt 5%, Lk 12°8), or 

1 Translations of the second Gospel if based on an Aramaic original. 
3 See p. Ixxviii. 
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Aerrév into Kodpdvryv (Mt 56, Lk 1259), or oixrippoves into TéAevoe 
(Mt 548, Lk 63°), or xdpaxas into werewa tod odpavod (Mt 6%, 
Lk 12%), or mvedpa ayov into ayafa (Mt 71, Lk 111%), and the 
like ; or for what reason did Lk. make the reverse changes? What 
is needed to explain the variations in order, in context, and in 
language between these sayings as they appear in the two Gospels, 
is not a single source, but a multiplicity of sources. And if 
Wellhausen is right in saying, e.g., that xafdpurov, Mt 23%, and 
ddre éXenuootvyy, Lk 114, are derived from an Aramaic original, 
how is it possible that in this and similar cases Mt. and Lk. had 
before them a Greek document as the source of this and all the 
other sayings which they record in common ? 

Shall we say, then, that the two writers drew these common 
sayings from oral tradition? ‘The counter argument, that they 
agree in phraseology to a very remarkable extent, is no good reason 
against oral tradition as a source. For there is every probability 
that sayings and discourses would be handed down in oral tradition 
with just that predominant uniformity of language, varied with 
occasional divergence, which the Gospels present to us. Nothing, 
e.g., is more likely than that there might be in different parts of the 
Christian Church traditional forms of the Sermon on the Mount 
the same in general outline but differing in length and varying 
very often in expression. If there were any good reason for 
denying the existence of a multiplicity of written sources, the con- 
ception of oral tradition as a source for these sayings would be less 
artificial and more agreeable to the data than the hypothesis of a 
single written source. 

In view, however, of the facts that Mt. demonstrably used one 
written source, viz. the second Gospel, and that Lk. professes that 
he was acquainted with many, out of which he certainly used one, 
viz. S. Mark; in view, further, of the great probability that 
collections of the Lord’s words were committed to writing at a 
very early date, and of the fact that Papias speaks of one such 
collection as made by Matthew the Apostle, it would be arbitrary 
to assign all the sayings common to Mt. and Lk. to oral tradition. 
Wherever verbal agreement extends over several verses, it may 
reasonably be supposed either that Lk. had seen Mt., or that both 
writers had before them written sources containing, not, indeed, 
identical, but similar sayings. That amongst these written sources 
one or more may have been used by both Evangelists is, of course, 
possible, but can nowhere be proved with certainty so long as the 
possibility remains that the literary link consists in the dependence 
of Lk. upon Mt. 

If we turn now to the common narrative sections tabulated 
on p. xliii f., it may be at once admitted that there are two possible 
solutions. Either the verbal agreement is due to the fact that Lk. 

d 
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has been influenced by Mt. or both Evangelists drew from 
common sources. ‘The agreement in language in the case of “‘the 
centurion’s servant” and of “the two aspirants” is very close. 
And this is also the case in the narratives containing the Baptist’s 
preaching and the Temptation. The incident of ‘“‘the great 
commandment” is still more remarkable. Mt.’s account of it 
differs considerably from Mk 1228-84, Lk. has omitted Mk 1228-34, 
but has placed earlier in his Gospel a narrative which has some 
points of agreement with Mt., where Mt. differs from Mk. In 
all these cases it is a plausible view that the two Evangelists 
were using common sources. Is it possible to combine these 
narratives with the discourses specified on p. xlv, and possibly 
with all the sayings common to the two Gospels, and to reconstruct 
a Gospel used by both writers? Hardly, because the few narrative 
sections with which we are dealing, combined with six discourses 
and a large number of detached sayings or groups of sayings, seem 
insufficient material wherewith to construct a Gospel. And even if 
it were done, the question why did the two Evangelists dismember 
this document and change the form of the Lord’s words, raises 
itself again as an insoluble problem. Nor, indeed, is there any real 
need for this heaping together into one document a few narratives 
and discourses and many sayings, because there is more probability 
that Lk., if not Mt., was acquainted with several non-Marcan 
documents than there is that he knew of only one writing containing 
Gospel material. The Sermon on the Mount is really the crucial 
case. Both Evangelists had before them a Sermon, but not 
identically the same Sermon ; that is, they were borrowing from 
different sources. In the same way it may be supposed that their 
sources contained the other sayings, discourses, and narratives 
which are substantially common to them both, in forms varying 
from close agreement to very considerable variation. 

C. MATTER FOUND ONLY IN MATTHEW. 

2. 
14-15 ~=An insertion in Mk.’s narrative. Editorial. 
15-16" Quotation: 
23-25 Description of Christ’s ministry. Editorial. 
1.2.4 Sermon on the Mount. Vv.!:? editorial. 

8 

9 

10 

Isa ‘ Editorial. 
14 ss o V.144 editorial. 

1 

3 
4 

4 

5 
5 
Bf 3 
5 
5 
5 
5 
5 
Bie 



719. 20-22 

28a 

81. 5a 

R17 

13a 
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Sermon on the Mount. 

” Ww 

” 34 

TapeKTos Adyou Topvetas. 
Sermon on the Mount.  V.8? editorial 4. 

” ” 

= cf. Lk 646 1326. 37, 

: “4 Editorial, 
PS “e Editorial 

Quotation. 
An insertion in Mk.’s narrative. 
Editorial. 
Healing of two blind men. Editorial. 
Cf. Lk 1114. Healing of a deaf demoniac. Editorial. 
A description of Christ’s ey. Editorial. 
Editorial. 
Charge to the Twelve. 

39 ” 

39 9 

” 99 

bP) ” 

Editorial. 
Elias. Editorial. 
Editorial. 
Come unto Me. 
An insertion in Mk.’s narrative. 

ie * but cf. Lk 145. 
Quotation. 
Cf. Lk 1114, Healing of a blind demoniac. Editorial. 
Every idle word. 

Quotation. Editorial. 
Editorial, cf. Lk 844. 
The Tares. 
Quotation. 
Explanation of the Tares. V.5® editorial. 
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z= 
1345: 46 
1347-50 
1351. 52 
1253 
1428-31 

I a 13 

yp 23-25 

I Sat 

162-3 
16llb. 12 

The Hid Treasure. 
The Precious Pearl. 
The Draw Net. 
Every scribe instructed. 
Editorial. 

S. Peter on the water. An insertion in Mk.’s 
narrative. 

An insertion in Mk.’s narrative. 
Sy . Editorial. 

Taking the place of Mk 731%. Editorial. 
An insertion in Mk.’s narrative. Editorial (if genuine). 
Editorial. 
S. Peter and the keys. An insertion in Mk.’s 

narrative. 
Editorial. 

a 

33 

An insertion in Mk.’s narrative, cf. Lk 17% 
The Stater in the fish’s mouth. 
As a little child. 
An insertion in Mk.’s narrative. 
One of these little ones. 
The Church. 
The two debtors. 
Editorial. 
(ei) py ert wopveia. 
Eunuch. Vv.}91! editorial. 
An insertion in Mk.’s narrative. cf. Lk 22780, 
The Labourers in the Vineyard. V.!° editorial 
Quotation. 
An insertion in Mk.’s narrative. 

ae - Editorial. 

zapaxpya. Editorial. 
The Two Sons, cf. Lk 729%, 
Editorial. 
Editorial if genuine, cf. Lk 2018. 
The Marriage Feast. 
Editorial. 

Denunciation of Pharisees. V.! editorial. 
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23°33 Denunciation of Pharisees. 
241012 False prophets. 
247 poe cafBarw. Pay, 
oY, Sign of the Son of Man. Editorial. 
eee The Ten Virgins. 
ee) | Seka res 
25%146 The Sheep and the Goats. 
261 Editorial. 
aa = 

26°254 An insertion in Mk.’s narrative. Editorial. 
27710 =‘ Judas and the blood money. 
27°19 Quotation. 
aa Pilate’s wife. 
277-2 Pilate washes his hands. 
hase Editorial. 

3 

27°1553 The resurrection of the dead Saints. 
27°25 The sealing of the Tomb. 
28ierd24 Editorial. 
28-15 = The bribing of the guard. 
2816-20 Christ’s last words. 

This may be classified as follows: 
(a) Editorial 11-17 31415 423-25 <1-2. 13a la. $3! 7283 gl-Sa 926. 27-31! 

82-84, 35-36 yo2 p71. 1214.20 222-23 731415. 18. 360.53 7-23-25. 90-1 7620-3. 
(if genuine) 412. 22 1 76-7-13 ygla. 10-11 2016 2714. 19443. 44 (if genuine) 

2253. 34 231 2430 261. +4. 52-54 9736. 43 281 Gewpnoa tov tadov, 2+. 
11-17 is a compilation of the editor, and 42-* and 9*- © are 

from his hand. 3!*-)5 is inserted by him into a section from Mk., 
but may, of course, rest on tradition. 5! are probably due to him. 
For 5} 14+ 33 see the notes. 7% and the similar formulas 11 
13° 19! and 26! are probably from his hand. 8! and perhaps *, 
see p. 73, are editorial connecting links. 9% and * are due to the 
editor, and 975. 32-34 may be his work. 10™ is an editorial link. 
So is 11” probably. 11!%1* is probably due to the editor, but 
13-14 embody traditional logia. 1272°3 may be the editors work. 
13!** are from his hand, and so is 1318, and probably 4, 1523-5 
may be his work, or may rest upon a non-Marcan source. 1553! 
are due to him. 167° and 21* are from his hand if they are 
genuine. 161512 are his work, and so is 167%. 17% are due to 
revision of Mk. 19!°is probably editorial, and so less probably 
is v.41. 2016 is an editorial repetition of 19%. 21!* is due to 
editorial revision of Mk. 2115>1!6 may be due to tradition. 219 
Kai é€npavGn wapaypyua 7) cvxy, is editorial, and so is v.%. 23! is 
due to the editor. So probably are 245% 26% 5254. 2743 is in- 
serted by him, and 28! to # are due to revision of Mk. 
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(4) Sayings inserted into a section borrowed from Mk. : 
gifs gilda y25-7.U-l2a ye1213. 28-25 7 62-8.1719 7720 pQs-16 

1gl0-12. 28 2 ,15b-16. 43 5 410-12. 80a 652-54", 

(c) Sayings peculiar to this Gospel in one of the great dis- 
courses formed by the editor on the basis of short discourses 
recorded by Mk., or in the Sermon on the Mount, or in chs. 11 
Or 23. 

4, 5. 7. 8 9.10. 14. 16. 17. 19-20. 21-24, 27-28, 31. 33-37. 38-39a, 41. 43, 
61-7. 8. 10b. 13b, 16-18. 34, 

6. 12b, 15. 19. 20-22, 
TOdb-8. 10b. 16b, 23. 25b. 36. 41, 
1 114: 28-30, 
1236-87, 
1224-30. 36-43, 44. 45-46. 47-50, 51-52, 
133: 4. 10. 14. 16-20. 23-35, 
221-3. 5. Tb-11. 15-22. 24, 28, 32-33, 
251-13. 14-30. 31-46, 

(d) Other sayings: 
2oll6 5128-82 oo1-14 

(e) Incidents : 
118-25 2, 7428-31 y 724-27 5710.11 2652-54? 973-10. 19, 24-25, Bla 33, 

62-66 99-10. 11-15. 16-20, 

(f) Quotations from the Old Testament: 
123 215. 18.23 415-16 IT 7917-21 7395 p74.5 949, 

It will be noticed that the great majority of the sayings tabu- 
lated under 4 and ¢ have a common character. They are (a) 
parabolic, or (6) anti-Pharisaic, or (¢) strongly Jewish-Christian, or 
(d) couched in Jewish phraseology. 

Thus (a) Parables: 
1324-80. 86-43. 44, 45-46. 47-50 7823-35 gol-16 go1-14 gp1-13.14-80 Tf we 

count 251-80 as one section, all these parables are introduced by 
similar formulas of a type which finds parallels in the Rabbinical 
literature. 1374 ‘OpowOn, 91: 44 45-47 6uoia eoriv, 1873 dporwOy, 201 
Spota eorty, 22! wpowwsOy, 251 tore GuowwHnoerar. In all except the 
last the subject is 7 BactX\cia THv ovpavar. 

(6) Anti-Pharisaic : 
a) “except your ‘righteousness’ surpass that of the 

scribes and Pharisees.” 
618. 16-18 By the “hypocrites” of this section the Pharisees are 

no doubt intended. 
13a “mercy and not sacrifice,” cf. v.14. 

10% It was the Pharisees (1274) who called the master ol 
the house Beelzeboul. 

1257 occur in an anti-Pharisaic context, cf. 12%. 
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r2il-12a also in an anti-Pharisaic context. 
151213 the Pharisees are blind guides. 
ore “the kingdom shall be taken from you.” Cf. v.* 

“the chief priests and the Pharisees.” 
231-3: 5. Th-l1. 15-22. 24, 28. 32-83 are directly anti-Pharisaic. 

(¢c) Jewish-Christian : 
Bue 19. 21-22. 27-28. 31. 33-37. 38-39a,. 43 The Mosaic law to be “ ful- 

filled,” not destroyed. 
70 Ovovacrnptov. 

Rea mapekTos Aoyou wopveias represents Christ as reaffirm- 
ing the Mosaic law. 

610b “Thy will be done,” a Jewish prayer. 
ae “swine” = the Gentiles ?. 
7 iab Emphasis on the law and the prophets. 
ii “false prophets.” 
Wom “ prophesied.” 

10°-8. 23 See note on 105, 
104! “a prophet.” 
nee “every scribe.” 
152824 ‘7 was not sent but to the lost sheep of the house of 

Israel.” 
ro “two witnesses” to conform to the law. 
19° (ei) pa ext wopveca represents Christ as reaffirming 

the Mosaic law. 
198 ‘judging the twelve tribes of Israel.” 
2420 pnde caBBarw. The Mosaic law is to be observed.! 

(2) Coloured by Jewish phraseology 
Be See note. 
5° = Ps; 361) (EX): 
Bias 95 Seeiotes. 
Bee 9 Bactrelta TOV oipaver. 
Bae TOV TaTEpAa Lav TOV EV TOLS OVpavoTs. 
ah Tos Kvoi—TOv xolpuwv. 

1128-30 = See _ notes. 
36-37 Serre fe 12 ev NEPA. KpLoEws. 

1617-19 gapé Kal aiua—s rarip 6 ev Tots ovpavois—mvAaL adov 
—r7s Bacireias tHv ovpavav—dyjons—Arvons, and 
the contrast ezi ths yys—ev Tots ovpavois. 

Fo év TH Bacircla Tov ovpavar. 
Eo TOD TAaTpOS Lov TOU EV OUpavots. 

14 , » A / a > > a“ 

18 OéAnpa eumpoobey Tov watpds pov ToD ev ovpavots. 

1 The editor probably inserted ude caBBdrw into Mk I 318 because he found 
a saying with this addition in the Logia. In the same way he has inserted (ed) 
ih él mropveig, 19%, into Mk Io", because a parallel saying which he has in- 
serted in 5% was to be found in the Logia with a similar limitation. 
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1816-20 “Two witnesses,” “‘ binding and loosing,” “ earth and 
heaven,” ‘‘ My Father who is in heaven.” 

1978 ev TH Tadryyeveoia OTav Kabioy 6 vids Tod avOpwrov ext 
Opovov dons avrod. 

To these may be added 84-2, which is Jewish-Christian (“ with 
Abraham, and Isaac, and Jacob”), and anti-Pharisaic (‘the sons of 
the kingdom”) in character, and which seems to have been inserted 
by the editor into its present context. 

The following phrases are characteristic of these passages: 
(1) 9 BactreLa tov obpavdy, 510 19@).20 gil oT 7324. 44. 45. 47. 52 7619 

18%: 4 23 ygl2 201 222 251. We might on that account add to our 
list 5°, which differs in language from Lk 62°; 721, which differs from 
Lk 646; 1112, which differs from Lk 1616 ; and 23}, which differs from 
Lk 1152, The phrase occurs in these passages 23 times, and else- 
where im; jthes(Gospel’ 9 times, viz. (37, 41" rit) a3Ubtes erat 
19! 23, “In; 3? 41" 134-81? 78! 10! 23 the editor has inserted the 
phrase into Marcan passages. The two remaining verses, 11 and 
13°3, might, with some probability, be added to our list. 

(2) warip 6 év (rots) otpavots : 
516 61 1617 1810. 14. 19, 

We might on this account add to our list 545 (which differs from 
Lk 6%) 69 711-21 1082-83, The phrase only occurs’ besides in) 12"; 
where it is substituted for Mk.’s tov @eov. 

(3) matip 6 otpavios: 
1513 1835 29, 

We might on this account add to the list 548 (which differs from 
Lk 6%) 614. °6. 32, The phrase occurs nowhere else. 

(4) rarnp 7ipodv, tudv, cov, adtav: 
516 61. 4. 6(2). 8. 18(2) 7 343 239, 

We might on this account add 545-48 69. 14. 15.26.82 411 and 1029, 
which differs from Lk 12°. 

It is not unreasonable to suppose that these verses, character- 
ised as they are for the most part by special features, and dis- 
tinguished by the use of two or three striking Jewish phrases, 
came as a whole, or in large part, from a single source.! And 
here, if anywhere, the information of Papias can assist us. He 
speaks of a compilation put together in Hebrew or Aramaic by 
Matthew containing 7a Adya. On the other hand, we find in our 
Gospel a number of sayings of marked Palestinian characteristics 
and phraseology. If the editor of the Gospel borrowed these 
from the Matthzan document, whether it lay before him in its 
original form or in a Greek translation, we have at once an 
explanation of the reason why the name Matthew attached itself 

1Cf. E. De Witt Burton, Przzczples of Literary Criticism and the Synoptit 
Problem, p. 41. I have been much indebted to this book. 
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to the first Gospel, of which these sayings form a substantial 
proportion. Of course, if there be sufficient reason for supposing 
that the editor used this Matthzan source, it will then be probable 
that he borrowed from it some of the sayings which he has in 
common with Lk., but in a different form and context. Whilst he 
drew them from a Greek translation of the Logia, Lk. will have 
drawn them from other sources into which they had passed from 
the Matthzean collection. The following would be not out of 
harmony with the tenor of many of the Logian sayings: 

518 “nota jot or tittle to pass from the law.” Cf. Lk 161". 
592 Cf. Lk 1618, who has not the limitation zapexros Adyou 

Topvelas. 

6°18 the Lord’s Prayer. The prayer as found in a different 
context in Lk 1114, has lost some of its Jewish 
colouring. 

131617 zpodynrar Kat Sikavoc is Jewish. The verses occur 
in a different context in Lk 1078-24 with BaowAets for 
dikaot. 

2 34: 28. 25-26. 27. 29-81. 84-86, All anti-Pharisaic. Cf. Lk 11595? in 
a different context. 

512 Anti-Pharisaic: “they persecuted the prophets.” Cf. 23378, 
I venture, therefore, to assign the following to the Matthzean 

Logia: 
3-12, 

51816 Probably not in Sermon. 
17-20, 
21-24 

52°26 Probably not in Sermon. 
27-28 

529-39 Probably not in Sermon. 
31-32, 
33-37, 

538-42, 
543-48, 

ol, 
65-6, 
67-15 Perhaps not in Sermon. 
616-18. 

619-33 Probably not in Sermon. 
91-5 

* KK * 

* 

* kK KK OK OK OK 

be 78 | Probably not in Sermon. 
7711 Probably not in Sermon. 
12 

713-14 Probably not in Sermon. 
# 715-23. 

724-27, 
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* giL12 
* g's, 

es 10°?-8, 
* 1023. 

1074-25 Not in this connection. 
1076-33 Not in this connection. 
10°4-41 Not in this connection. 
11730 Not necessarily in this order. 
125-7, 

* yoll-l2. 

1275-45 Not necessarily in this order. 
1316-17, 

x OK OK OK OK OK 

= 
) ce Co 

23 Not necessarily in this ordes. 
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* 2014-80, 
2 x31-46? 

% 4652-54! 

Of course, much that is here assigned to the Logia may have 
come from other sources. ‘The passages marked with an asterisk 
are in the main peculiar to Mt., and have the Palestinian character- 
istics referred to above. These may be assigned to the Logia with 
much probability. The remaining passages are for the most part 
found also in Lk. But his variations in setting and language 
make it probable that he drew them from other sources than the 
Logia. And, to some extent, he may have been influenced by 
reminiscence of the first Gospel. 

We must, therefore, think of the Matthzan Logia as a collection 
of Christ’s sayings containing isolated sayings, sayings grouped into 
discourses, and parables. If there was any particular arrangement 
or order observed, it is, of course, not possible now to rediscover 
it. One of the longer discourses was probably the Sermon on the 
Mount ; but as this now stands in the first Gospel, it has been 
enlarged by the editor, who has inserted into it sayings from other 
parts of the Logia. There were also in all probability a group of 
eschatological sayings, and groups of parables. The original 
language was either Hebrew or Aramaic. Papias calls it “EBpaid 
dvadextw ; Irenzeus, 77 (dia abrav (of “EBpator) duadéxtw ; Eusebius, 
matpiw yAdéttn; and Origen speaks of the Gospel as ypdppacw 
‘EBpaixots ovvreraypévov. On historical as well as philological 
grounds it is probable that the language was rather Aramaic than 
Hebrew. When the editor of the first Gospel used it, it had 
already been translated into Greek. The fact that he was using 
a Greek rendering of S. Mark’s (probably originally Aramaic) 
Gospel does not, of course, preclude the possibility that he may 
have had the Aramaic Logia before him, but suggests that this was 
not the case. A stronger argument is the fact that some of the 
many sayings which Mt. and Lk. have in common agree very 
closely in language. This is not best accounted for by the theory 
that both Mt. and Lk. used a common Greek translation of the 
Logia, nor by the view that Lk. is dependent on Mt. Rather, the 
editor of the first Gospel used a Greek translation of the Logia. 
Then other translations were made, and from these excerpts and 
groups of sayings passed into the “many” evangelic writings with 
which Lk. was acquainted. This accounts for the fact that Lk. 
had before him, or was acquainted with, sources containing sayings 
and groups of sayings which are often nearly identical with sayings 
contained in the first Gospel, and yet frequently differ from them. 
The Logian sayings must have passed through several stages of 
transmission before they reached Lk., whilst Mt. drew from a 
translation of the original collection. Wellhausen has rightly seen 
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that some features in sayings common to Mt. and Lk. cannot be 
explained without reference to an Aramaic original (Z7n/eitung, 
p. 36). Since, however, he clings to the theory that the verbal 
agreement in many of these sayings forces us to suppose that 
they used a common Greek source, he is obliged to hazard the 
complicated and unnecessary conjecture that the two Evangelists 
sometimes altered their Greek original and sometimes substituted 
for it a new translation from the original Aramaic (p. 68). But, as 
I have already shown, the great amount of disagreement in sub- 
stance, in setting, in order, and in language between Mt. and Lk. in 
these sayings is only explicable if they were not directly using a 
common source. Mt. drew directly from a Greek translation of 
the Logia. Other translations were also made, and from these the 
Logian sayings passed in a form substantially agreeing, whilst 
often slightly differing in language, into the evangelic writings of 
the Church. 

Hence, when Lk. wrote his Gospel, he found these sayings 
dispersed in many quarters. Some of them, eg. the Beatitudes 
and the Lord’s Prayer, had passed through many stages since they 
were first extracted from the Logia. Others had suffered but little 
change. If at times the agreement in language between Mt. and 
Lk. seems remarkably close, it must be borne in mind that Lk. 
may well have read the first Gospel, and have been sometimes 
influenced by it. 

The narrative sections tabulated above under (e) call for special 
consideration, since it is unlikely that they came from the same 
source as the sayings just discussed. The narratives contained in 
118-25 21-12. 18-28 y 428-81 7724-27 2110-11 243-10. 19, 24-25. 514-53. 62-66 5811-15 a] 

look very much like Palestinian traditions. Judgment upon their 
date and value must be almost wholly subjective, but to the present 
writer they seem to be early in date, or, to say the least, there seem to 
be no cogent reasons for placing them late. For 17747 as written 
before the fall of Jerusalem, see Wellhausen, zz Joc. Whether 
they came to the editor in written form, or whether he had himself 
collected them in Palestine, it is impossible to conjecture. Some 
little evidence might be adduced to show that 118-417 came from 
a special source which in 3!—4!" overlapped with Mk 114 £.g.: 

(a) The editor of the Gospel shows a distinct tendency to remove 
historic presents from a source before him (p. xx). In Mk. there 
are 151 such tenses. Of these, 72 are cases of Aéyer or A€youow. 
Of the remaining 79 the editor of the first Gospel omits or alters 
69, retaining only 10. Yet in 3!-4!7 there are 7 such tenses, 
viz, 3!-18-15 45.8@).-N, This would be explicable if the editor 
were following a source of which the use of the historic present 
was a marked feature. 

1 Cf. datverar, 24° (but B has épdyn) and 2}9, 
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(6) There are some words and phrases which occur only or 
chiefly in this part of the Gospel; e.g.: 

AaOpa, 119 27, 
"TepoodAvpu, fem. sing., 23 35°. 
mapaytyverOar, 21 31-18, 
auvOaverbat, 24. 
Kat dvap, 120 212.13.19.22, Besides only 271%, 
mopavapPavev, 8 times. Besides from Mk 17! 2017 2637, 

Hlsewhere, 124 1816 2440-41 9727, 
dvaxwpev, 5 times. Elsewhere, 924 12! 1418 1521 175, 
Katoukety, twice. Elsewhere, 12% 2371, 
The construction dvaywpyodvtwv b& adbrdv idov, 120 21-13. 19, 

Elsewhere, 9%? 2811. 
But this evidence is insufficient to prove the existence of a 

special written source for this part of the Gospel; and the fact 
that the Old Testament quotations in 1!8-2 and in 27% 10 have 
probably been introduced by the editor into originally independent 
narratives, rather suggests that all the narratives above mentioned 
came to the editor as independent traditions, and not from a 
document into which they had been collected. 265254 and 31415 
may belong to the same cycle of traditions. 28160 is probably 
based on the lost ending of Mk. I have thought it advisable not 
to confuse these narratives peculiar to Mt. with the few narrative 
sections (see p. xliii) common to Mt. and Lk. The former are 
marked in the commentary by P (=Palestinian), the latter by 
X (=unknown source). 

The quotations in 122-23 25-6. 15. 17-18. 28 414-16 g17 y 917-21 y 385 24-5 

27° present peculiar difficulties. 
@)PPivevof them, viz! 41416 $1" 121-2! 7 23 2145) seemitovnave 

been inserted into or appended to a section of Mk. by the 
editor. 

(2) Six of them, viz. 128 26-15. 17-18. 23 979, might seem to be an 
integral part of the narrative in which they stand. 

(3) One of them, 22%, cannot be verified. 
(4) All of them are introduced by a striking formula: 

122 rotro dé GAov yéyovey va TANpwhy TO PyGev bd Tot Kuplor 
81a ToD tpodyrov A€yovTos. 

26 ovrws yap yéypartat b1a Tod tpodrrov. 
215 tva wAnpwO, K.T.A. 
217 tore erAnpodbn Oo pybey dia ‘lepeutov tod mpodiror 

A€yovtos. 
2°3 Gus tANpwOn 7d pybev Sia TGV rpodyTav. 
414 va zAnpwOh 76 pybev dia “Hoatov tod tpodyrov d€yorTos. 
817 6rws tAnpwhh TO pyOev Ova "Hoaiov rod tpodyrov A€yovros. 

1217 The same. 
13> The same, with the omission of "Hoatov. 
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214 rovro dé yeyovey tva tAnpwbhH TO pyOev dua Tod zpodyrov 
AeyorTos. 

279 roreerAnpwOy To pybev dia “Tepeuiov tov mpopyrov AéyovTos. 
(5) 125 agrees in the main with the LXX; 2° seems to be an 

independent rendering of the Hebrew; 2% is also a rendering of 
the Hebrew; 218 is apparently quoted from the LXX, with 
reminiscence of the Hebrew in ta réxva airys; 223 cannot be 
traced; 41516 is from a Greek Vs, but not from the LXX (see 
note, 77 Joc.) ; 8!" is an independent translation from the Hebrew ; 
1217-21 is from the Hebrew, with reminiscence of the LXX in the 
last clause, or more probably from a current Greek version, which 
is already implied in Mk 11!; 1335 seems to be an independent 
translation from the Hebrew, with reminiscence of the LXX in the 
first clause; 21° agrees partly with the Hebrew, partly with the 
LXX; 27° appears to be a free translation, with reminiscence of 
the LXX. Further, 26 seems to come in the main from Mic 5}, 
with assimilation of the last clause to 2 S 52; 1218 from Is 4214, 
with assimilation of the last clause to Hab 1* (Heb.); Mt 21° is a 
conflation of Is 62! and Zec 9°; 279%! comes from Zec 111%, but 
has probably been influenced by Jer 32°. 

With these quotations might be compared 111, which occurs 
also in Mk 1?, and which therefore seems to have been current in 
Christian circles in a form slightly differing from the LXX. Here, 
too, there seems to have been a slight assimilation to Ex 237°, 

It will be seen that there is a good deal of agreement with 
the Hebrew against the LXX. This makes it very unlikely that 
these quotations are due to the editor. For (a) in the quotatians 
borrowed by him from Mk. the editor shows a tendency to 
assimilate the language more closely to the LXX. The single 
exception of change in favour of the Hebrew is Mk 12°°= Mt 2257. 
For such assimilation, see Mt 13! kai idcouar aitovs for Mk.’s 
kal apeOy avrots; Mt 158 6 Xads obros for Mk.’s otros 6 Aads; Mt 
19° adds kal (apoc)koAdnOyjoetar TH yuvatkt avrov; Mt 2252 adds 
eit; Mt 26%! adds ts wofuvys. So LXX A. Mt 27%6 tva ci for 
€lS Tl. 

(4) In nine quotations not borrowed from Mk., viz. 4* 7-10 
521. 27. 88. 48a 918727 2116 there is a general agreement with the 
LXX, except in kai ov, 9!%=127, which agrees with Heb. and 
LXX AQ against LXX B. 

It seems, therefore, probable that the eleven quotations intro- 
duced by a formula, and also 11!, were already current when the 
editor compiled his work in a Greek form. They may come from 
a collection of Old Testament passages regarded as prophecies of 
events in the life of the Messiah. In this connection 278 is very 
important, because it must have originated in Jewish Christian, Ze. 
probably in Palestinian, circles. 
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THE PLAN AND CHARACTERISTICS OF THE GOSPEL. 

In making the second Gospel the framework of his own, the 
editor has adopted the general outline and plan of that Gospel, 
which is as follows: 

A. Mk 113 Introductory. The Messiah had been heralded 
by the Baptist, had been declared to be the Son of God at His 
baptism, and had been prepared for His ministry by temptation. 

B, 145-73 Ministry in Galilee. 
C. 774g Ministry in the surrounding districts. 
This period is marked by the confession of S. Peter, and by 

teaching as to Christ’s death and resurrection. 
D, to'*? The Journey through Perea to Jerusalem. 
£. 11-168 The last days of the Messiah’s life. 
To this general framework the editor prefixes two chapters 

dealing with the genealogy, birth, and three incidents of the 
Messiah’s childhood.1 

[A. 1. 2 Birth and Infancy of the Messiah. ] 
He then inserts Mk.’s introductory section with considerable 

expansions. 
B. 31-4" Preparation for His ministry, [7-10-12 14-15 48-11), 
Passing to Mk.’s section #, the editor makes considerable 

alterations in the order of Mk 115-618, For a detailed examination 
of these alterations, see pp. xili—xvVil. 

The result is as follows : 
C. 412-1529 Ministry in Galilee: 

(1) Public appearance as a teacher, 4itiT [13-16], 
(2) First disciples, 438-22, 
(3) Illustrations of His teaching and work: 

(a) Preliminary, [423-25], 
(4) His teaching, 51729 [51-727], 
(c) His work, 81_o 84 [ 35-15. 19-22 927-31. 82-34), 

(4) Extension of His mission in the work of the Twelve, 
9%5—111 [985-98 1 o5b-8. 10b, 15-16. 28_y 711. 

[(5) Survey of His ministry, Cre. 
(6) Illustrations of His controversies with the Pharisees, 

y21-45 [5-7. 17-21. 22-23, 27-98. 30, 82-45], 

(7) His relations seek Him, EQ, 
(8) Illustrations of His teaching in parables, 13 [16-17 

24-80, 83, 35-527, 

From this point the editor is entirely guided by the order of 
sections as they stand in Mk. [14°81 and 151214 are not found 
in Mk. }. 

(9) Various incidents, 13°31 520, 
1 Passages enclosed in square brackets are interpolations into Mk.’s narrative. 
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In the next sections he follows the order of incidents in Mk.’s 
section C. Thus: 

D. 1571-18°5 Ministry in the neighbourhood of Galilee, 
[1522-24 1628-17-19 7 724b-27 83-4. 7. 10-95), 

E. 19!—-20% Journey to Jerusalem, [rg Me 2sizoieL 

F. The last days of the Messiah’s life, rH Real Gas IE 
2228-82. 43-45 221-14 23 (very greatly enlarged from Mk 
1287-40) 2426-28 pe 2625. 52-54 > 73-10. 19. 24-25, 49, 52-53, 62-66 
239-10. 11-227, 

The life of Christ as thus presented in the Gospel is framed in 
an Old Testament setting. 

He was the Jewish Messiah descended from Abraham, the 
father of the Jewish nation (1}, cf. 3°), and within narrower limits 
from David (r2° 1279 21°- 15 22%)5 \ In; particular; heawasmene 
Messianic King (2? 215 2711-29. 37.42), the Messianic Son of God 
(317 48 1127 1433 1616 175 2754), and the Messianic Son of Man. 
See pp. |xxi ff. 

Many of the incidents of His life had been foretold by the 
prophets. His birth (1278) by Isaiah, at Bethlehem (2°) by Micah, 
Herod’s massacre of the children (21718) by Jeremiah, Christ’s 
return from Egypt (215) by Hosea, the settlement of His parents 
at Nazara by the prophets, the coming of His herald (3%) by 
Isaiah, His own mission in Galilee (4!*1!6) by Isaiah, His work 
of mercy in healing the sick (8!7) by Isaiah, His avoidance of 
publicity (1217!) by Isaiah, His preaching in parables (13%5) by 
the Psalmist, and the inability of the people to understand them 
(131415) by Isaiah; His entry as king into Jerusalem (2145) by 
Zechariah, and the use to which the price of His life was put 
(27910) by “Jeremiah.” His betrayal (2674-5456), His desertion 
(2631), and many of the incidents of His death and burial had 
been foretold in Scripture (27% %- 39. 43.57), And of His three 
days’ sojourn in the tomb Jonah was a type, 124° 

Three features of the Gospel are prominent as characteristic of 
the editor’s method: 

(a) the grouping of material in 42°-13 into sections illustrative 
of different aspects of Christ’s ministry. 

(4) the massing of sayings into long discourses. 
(1) the Sermon on the Mount (5-727), which seems to 

be an expansion of a shorter Sermon found in the 
Logia. 

(2) the charge to the Twelve (10). 
(3) the chapter of parables (13). 
4) the discourse about greatness and forgiveness (18). 
5) the discourse about the last things (24-25). 

These are all ended by a special formula. 
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We might add: 
(6) the discourse about the Baptist (11). 
(7) the denunciation of the Pharisees (23). 
(8) the parables of warning, 2178-2214. 

(ce) the arrangement of incidents or sayings into numerical 
groups. J 

e.g. three, five, and seven: 
three divisions in the genealogy, rie 
three incidents of childhood, 2. 
three incidents prior to His ministry, 314i, 
three temptations, Ae 
three illustrations of righteousness, 65! 
three prohibitions, 619_ 78, 
three commands, 7-20, 
three miracles of healing, see 
three miracles of power, 823_ 98. 
three miracles of restoration, iret 
threefold ‘‘fear not,” ripe aot 
threefold answer to question about 

fasting, lt 
three complaints of the Pharisees, itil 
three ovK €or pov aévos, Lose. 
three parables of sowing, ngs 
three sayings about “‘little ones,” pies Bb Le 
three prophetical parables, 2178_2214 
three questions, zany 
three parables of warning, 24%3_2 530, 
three prayers at Gethsemane, 20 
three denials of S. Peter, 2689-75, 
three questions of Pilate, ghia he ZED 
three incidents which vexed the Pharisees, 121-4. 
three petitions in the Lord’s Prayer, ou: 
three aspirations in the Lord’s Prayer, 610, 
five great discourses, 5-77’ 10. 13. 18. 24-25, 

ended with a formula. 
five illustrations of the fulfilment of the law, 571-48. 
seven woes, 2g. 

Cf. also 124° seven demons, 18?!-22 forgiveness seven times, 
22%5 seven brethren, 15°4 seven loaves, °7 seven baskets. 

Many commentators reckon seven beatitudes in the Sermon 
on the Mount, and seven petitions in the Lord’s Prayer, and Sir 
John Hawkins! reckons ten miracles in 8!—9*4. 

For ‘wo, cf. the two demoniacs, 8°8; two blind men, 20°9; two 
false witnesses, 26° ; two blind men, 9?’. 

1 Hor. Syn. p. 134 
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THE THEOLOGY OF THE GOSPEL. 

A, CHRISTOLOGY. 

Jesus was the Messiah of the Old Testament (11), and was 
therefore descended from David and from Abraham (1). His 
ancestral line rose to monarchical power in the person of David 
(1°), lost its royal dignity at the time of the Captivity (1), but 
recovered it in the person of Jesus, the anointed Messiah (11°). 
Jesus was therefore born as King of the Jews (27), entered 
Jerusalem as its king (21*), and died as a claimant to royal 
power (2711-29. 87.42). He was born of a virgin, as the Prophet 
Isaiah had foretold (122), by conception of the Holy Spirit (19), 
so that He could be called God-with-us (12%), or Son of God 
(215 317 43-6 829 1483 775 2663 2740.43.54). At His baptism the 

Spirit of God came down upon Him; and here, as at the Trans- 
figuration, He was proclaimed by God to be His Son, the Beloved, 
divinely elected (3!” 175). He therefore spoke of Himself as 
“Son,” and of God as “‘ Father” in a unique sense! (1127 24%°).2 As 
Messiah, He fulfilled the prophecies of the Old Testament. His 
supernatural birth (122), several incidents of His early years 
(25 15.17.23), His public ministry in Galilee (4!4), His ministry of 
healing (8!’), His avoidance of publicity (1217), the misunderstand- 
ing of His hearers (13!*), His use of parables (13°°), the manner of 
His entry into Jerusalem (214), His betrayal (2674), His desertion 
(26%1), His arrest (26545), and the use to which the money given 
for His betrayal was put (27%), had all been foretold in the Old 
Testament. As Son of God, He cast out demons by the Spirit of 
God (1278). He preached the near advent of the kingdom of 
heaven (see below). He performed miracles, chiefly of healing, 
but He also cast out demons, raised dead persons to life, walked 
on the water on one occasion, and twice fed multitudes with a few 
loaves and fishes. He foretold His death and resurrection, and 
promised that He would come again in the near future (see below) 
to inaugurate the kingdom. He spoke of Himself as the “Son of 
Man.” As such He had angels at His command (13*! 241), and 

1 The distinction is also implied in the fact that Christ is represented as 
speaking of ‘‘ My Father,” but not of ‘‘ our Father,” except in 6°, where the 
phrase is put into the mouths of the disciples. Schmidt (7he Prophet of 
Nazareth, p. 154) argues that ‘‘Jesus said neither ‘My Father’ nor ‘your 
Father,’ but ‘the Father who is in heaven.’” But whilst it is true that Christ 
may have used Abba (=the Father) in the sense of ‘‘ My Father,” cf. Mk 14% 
and Dalm. Words, 192, the evidence of the first Gospel, that He spoke of 
“‘your Father” and ‘‘ their Father,” must not be set aside, since it is supported 
by the usage of the Jewish literature. Cf. the instances cited on p. 44. 
Consequently the absence from the Gospel of ‘‘our Father,” except in 6°, is 
very significant ; cf. Dalm. Werds, 1go. 

2 But see note on 24. 



THE THEOLOGY OF THE GOSPEL Ixvii 

would come again in glory with angels (1627 24°), and sit on the 
throne of His glory (1978 25%). 

Thus three aspects of the Messiah’s work are represented in 
the Gospel : (1) The work of healing and preaching, which formed 
a sort of preparation for the coming kingdom; (2) the reappear- 
ance at the end of the age, when He would come again to 
inaugurate the kingdom; (3) His death. This was, from one 
point of view, a necessary stage in the development of the divine 
purpose. If the Son of Man was to appear on the clouds of 
heaven in His kingdom, He must first return to the Father in 
heaven to be invested with the divine glory. Thus the Son of 
Man “ must ” suffer (161), This was a part of the divine scheme 
(1678), It had been foretold in prophecy (26% §), 

But it was something more than a necessary link in a divinely 
foreseen chain of events. It had in itself a redemptive aspect. 
His blood was “shed for many,” that their sins might be forgiven 
(268), This bloodshedding signified the ratification of a covenant 
between God and man (26*%8), The idea presumably is that the 
death could be regarded as a sacrifice which once and for all 
propitiated God, brought men into a right relation to God, in 
virtue of which men could approach Him and be received by Him 
without further sacrifices. Hence it can be said that He came for 
this very purpose to “‘give His life a ransom for many” (2078 from 
Mk 1o*°). 

8. THE KINGDOM OF THE HEAVENS. 

This phrase occurs in the Gospel 32 times, viz. 32 417 5% 
10, 19 (2). 20 21 Bll yo? zyll.12 7 ll. 24. 81, 44. 45. 47.52 7619 [ gl. 3 4. 23 

1g}. 14. 23.24 (Z 133 124 157 S! S2abce, but & Bal row Geod) 20! 
22? 2314 251. We find also » Baotrcia tov Geod in 1278 1974 
(s B a) 2151-48 and 6% (E a/latt S2, but & Bg!k omit rod Geod). 
This phrase occurs in Mk. 14 times; Mt. 5 times substitutes 
9 BactAcia tév oipavdv, and 8 times omits or paraphrases. In the 
remaining case, Mk 10%=Mt 19%4, both readings are found in 
Mt.; but, in spite of the fact that rév otpayar is not so well attested 
as rod Geo, there is a strong presumption against the latter, from 
the fact that in the 13 other cases the editor omits, paraphrases, 
or substitutes tév otpavav for tod Geod. In any case, it is clear 
that in 1278 21°! and 43 there must be special reasons for the 
occurrence of 7 BaciAela rod Geot. In 12%, which finds a parallel 
in Lk 11%, the phrase probably occurred in the source used by 
the Evangelist. He would, no doubt, have substituted ray oipavay 
if the context had admitted it. But, as will be shown below, he 
everywhere uses 7 BactAcia tov otpavav of the kingdom which 
Christ announced as at hand, to be inaugurated when the Son of 
Man came on the clouds of heaven. In 1278 the editor found in 
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his source the words, “‘ But if I by the spirit of God cast out devils, 
then the kingdom of God came upon you.” Whatever “the 
kingdom of God” means here, it clearly has not quite the same 
significance as ‘‘the kingdom of the heavens” in such passages as 
841 13%, The editor therefore retains tov Ocov to mark the contrast 
between “ the kingdom of God” as used here, and “the kingdom 
of the heavens” as used elsewhere in the Gospel. In 21% 
9 BacwAea tod eod is again probably due to the source used. And 
here we might have expected the editor to substitute tév otpavav 
with a future verb. ‘Will go before you into the kingdom of the 
heavens ” would have given a very good sense. But he is faithful 
to his source, which had a present tense, “ go before you into the 
kingdom of God.” It was clear to him that, whatever the phrase 
meant, the kingdom here was not quite the same as “ the kingdom 
of the heavens” as used by him elsewhere in the Gospel, and he 
recorded his sense of the difference of meaning by retaining rod 
Geod. In 21%, on the other hand, 7 Bacwde/a rod Geod is probably 
editorial (see the notes). Why, then, does not the editor use trav 
ovpavav? Because he wished to explain the taking away of the 
vineyard, and the giving it to others (#1). And there was no 
phrase which would so well correspond to the vineyard as “the 
kingdom of God.” ‘The kingdom” alone would have been too 
suggestive of merely earthly political power. ‘The kingdom of 
the heavens,” as elsewhere used in the Gospel, had never been, 
like the vineyard, entrusted to the Jewish nation. But “the 
kingdom of God” might well be used to sum up that whole 
revelation of God to the Jewish people which was to be transferred 
to others. 

We find, further, the simple 7 BaoAcia in 47% 812 935 1319 
and the following: “‘ His kingdom,” 6°8 1341 1628; “* Thy kingdom,” 
610 2021; “the kingdom of their Father,” 134%; “the kingdom of 
My Father,” 267%. For the idea of “the kingdom of heaven” in 
Jewish literature, see Dalman, Words, pp. 91 ff.; Bousset, Fed. 
Jud. 199 ff. Dalman has shown that in Jewish writings “mn,” 
when applied to God, means always the “kingly rule,” never 
the “kingdom.” In other words, it should be translated by 
“sovereignty” rather than ‘‘kingdom.” The ‘‘kingly rule” of 
God was His divine sovereignty, which governed all things in 
heaven and in earth; cf. Ps 103!9 “ His ‘sovereignty’ ruleth over 
all,” Dn 434 ‘His dominion is an everlasting dominion, and His 
sovereignty from generation to generation,” Loch 84? “Thy 
power, and kingship, and greatness abide for ever and ever.” 
Hence men, in devoting themselves to the service of God, can be 
said to choose or accept His sovereignty, cf. /wdilees 1219 ‘Thee 
and Thy dominion have I chosen”; JMechilta (Ugol.) 384: 
“They joyfully agreed to receive ‘the sovereignty’”; and the 
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service thus accepted is called a “‘ yoke”; cf. Siphri (Ugol.) 916: 
“Take upon you the yoke of the sovereignty of heaven.” 

But the conception of God’s sovereignty is an ideal one, and 
there is much in life which seems inconsistent with it. The future 
would see a universal recognition of it. Hence the idea easily 
becomes an eschatological one, and blends with the conception 
of the coming Messiah as king. Cf. Dn 714, Sid. Or 345-46 rére 
57 Baoirteia peylotn aOavdrov BaciAjos éx avOpdroot davetrat, 
167 Kai rote On e€eyeped BaciAnov eis aidvas ravtas éx avOpurovs ; 
Assumption of Moses 10: “Then will His kingdom appear through- 
out all His creation” ; A/echilta (Friedmann) 56° ‘‘ Then shall God 
alone be absolute in all the world, and His sovereignty shall 
endure for ever.” It is in this eschatological sense that the phrase 
is used in this Gospel. Jesus was of the royal line (1116). In 
Him the Davidic family recovered once again its lost Sovereignty ; 
but more than recovered it, for Jesus was the anointed Messiah 
(116), He was born ‘‘ King of the Jews” (22). As “king” He 
entered Jerusalem (215), and as king He suffered (2711: 2% 37. 42), 
As king He would sit upon the throne of His glory to judge all 
nations (25% *°), cf. Orac. Sid 3499 née & dyvos avaE racns yas 
oKATTpa Kpatnowv els aldvas amavtas erevyopévoto xpovuio. The 
announcement of the coming kingdom was frequently the subject 
of His preaching. 

He proclaimed its near advent. It was at hand (4!’), and 
He bade His disciples make the same proclamation (107). This 
preaching was an evangel, z.e. good news (4° 9°). The disciples 
were to pray for the coming of the kingdom (61°). It would, 
however, not come in the lifetime of the Messiah, but after His 
death, when He would come as Son of Man (1678, cf. 21). This 
coming would usher in the end of this dispensation (24). It 
would take place immediately after the great tribulation (249) 
which would accompany the fall of Jerusalem (24) 1°), ze. within 
the lifetime of that generation (24%4, cf. 1678 1073). But God alone 
knew the exact day and hour (24°°), and the good news must be 
preached first to all nations (24}4, cf. 281%). It seems clear that 
the Evangelist saw no obstacle to this preaching being effected 
within a very short period (10). The inauguration of the 
kingdom is called the new birth (1978). Then the Apostles would 
sit on twelve thrones, judging the twelve tribes of Israel. They 
who should find a place in it were ‘“‘the pure in heart” (58), those 
who were “‘ persecuted in the cause of righteousness” (5!°). Those 
who broke the Mosaic law and taught others to do so would be 
called least in it (5!°). They alone whose righteousness exceeded 
that of the scribes and Pharisees would enter into it (52°). Rich 
people would hardly find entrance (1974). But they should 

1 Quoted by Dalman, Words, p. 99. 
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obtain admission who did the will of God (771), and who were of 
childlike character (18° 19!*). On the other hand, the chief priests 
and elders, the representatives of the Jewish nation, would have 
the kingdom which should have been theirs taken from them 
(2143, cf. 812). Publicans and harlots would enter in before them 
esl): 

Christ’s disciples were to give up all earthly possessions for the 
sake of the kingdom (197%), even life itself (167426). Some of 
them would renounce marriage (19!*). They were to strive after 
the kingdom first (6°). 

In ch. 13 we have a series of illustrations intended to throw 
light upon the nature of the kingdom. But it is clear that no 
definition of the kingdom can be deduced with certainty from 
them. They can only be used as illustrations of a conception 
which is already clearly defined. In some of these parables the 
kingdom might seem to denote an abstract principle, the divine 
sovereignty, so that “the kingdom of heaven” would be equivalent 
to the “will of God.” In others it lends itself easily to definition 
as the Church, the Christian Society in which the principle of 
recognition of the divine sovereignty finds expression. But without 
inquiring into the ideas involved in the phrase as used by Christ 
Himself, it seems probable that so far as the editor of this Gospel 
is concerned we should give to the phrase in these parables the 
meaning which it seems to bear elsewhere in the Gospel, z.e. the 
meaning of the coming kingdom to be inaugurated at the end of 
the age. 

Thus in 1374-30 86-43, a parable from the Matthzan Logia, the 
story deals with the period of preparation for the kingdom which 
is to be set up at the end of the age (*#). The world during this 
period is compared to a field. Christ the Son of Man (%”) has 
sown in it the good seed of the knowledge of the true nature and 
near approach (cf. 417) of the coming kingdom. But in the 
meantime the Devil also sows tares, z.e. false teaching. The good 
seed ripens to maturity in the ‘‘sons of the kingdom,” z.e. those 
who are destined to enter into it (cf. the same phrase of the Jews 
in 8!2). The tare seed develops into unbelievers, z.e. sons of the 
evil one (°8), z.e. those who partake of his nature, and who will be 
excluded from the kingdom. The end of this period of preparation 
is likened to a harvest (*). Then the Son of Man will come and 
inaugurate the kingdom (cf. 16% “coming in His kingdom”). 
From it will be excluded the wicked, whilst the righteous will shine 
forth in it as the sun (4%). 

The teaching of the parable of the Sower (13%?8) seems to be 
to the same effect. The seed is ‘the word of the kingdom” (19), 
z.e. the doctrine of its near advent, and of the requirements of 
entry into it. This must fall into receptive hearts if it is to develop 
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into the righteousness which qualifies for admission into the 
kingdom. 

‘he short parables of the Mustard Seed (13%!%?) and of the 
Leaven (13**), another parable from the Logia, seem to illustrate 
the quick spreading and deeply penetrating influence of the 
doctrine of the kingdom. 

Two other Logian parables, “the Hid Treasure” (134) and 
“the Goodly Pearl” (13446), teach the lesson that a man must 
strain every nerve and give up all else that he may acquire the 
right to enter into the kingdom. 

Lastly, the parable of the Drag Net (134759) describes the 
doctrine of the kingdom as a truth which attracts disciples of 
different qualities, some good, some bad. At the end of the age, 
when the kingdom is inaugurated, there will be a separation. 

Besides these parables in ch. 13, there are seven others bearing 
upon the kingdom.  187*85 (Logia) teaches the necessity of a 
forgiving spirit as a qualification of a disciple preparing for the 
kingdom (cf. 18° “Shall not enter”). 20!!6 (Logia) seems to 
teach that in discipleship of the kingdom priority in date of 
admission to discipleship did not necessarily carry with it special 
privileges. All alike would receive eternal life when the kingdom 
came. 

On the three parables, 2175-8? (Logia) 2133-4 and 221-14 (Logia), 
see the notes. 

It has been noticed above that the phrase 7 BacwArela tov 
otpavGy occurs 17 times in passages which are peculiar to this 
Gospel, and which probably come from the Logia, viz. 510 19 @). 20 
Poe eetisoasT. 52 GIF 7 994-38 Folt ooh 227 25h.) Ityoeccurs;) (besides, 
8 times in sayings which are paralleled in Lk., but which may 
also come from the Logia, viz. 5° 72! 107 144) 12.1398 188 2313, 

In passages of the first class we find also 812 13%8 oi viol ris 
Bacir<ias, 134! tis BactAclas aitod, 13% THs Bactdelas Tod TaTpos 
abtray, 2131 rHv Bactrelav Tod Geod, 21% 7 Bucreta Tov Beod, 2554 tiv 
Hromarpevnv wpiv Bacrdreiay ; and in passages of the second class, 
6°33 tiv Bactdr<iav atrov. It seems not improbable, therefore, that 
this Jewish phrase was characteristic of the Matthzean Logia, and 
that the editor of the Gospel was strongly influenced by it. He has 
inserted it into matter parallel to Mk. in 3? 181, and has substituted 
it in 4)” 1311-31 yol4 23 for Mk.’s 7 BactActa Tov Geod. 

Cc. THE SON OF MAN. 

Mk. has this phrase 14 times. Mt. retains it in all these cases. 
831 is not an exception ; for though Mt. in the parallel to that verse, 
1621, has airov for tov vidv tod av@pwrov, he has already inserted 
the latter phrase by anticipation in 164%, Mt. has the phrase in 
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addition 19 times. The editor seems to have seen in the phrase 
two lines of signification. On the one hand, the phrase had 
previously been used in Messianic connections. The writer of 
Daniel had foretold the coming of “one like a Man or Son of 
Man,” 7!%. And whatever may have been the precise meaning 
of the original writer, his phrase was soon taken up and used with 
Messianic significance. The Messiah regarded as “‘Son of Man” 
or “Man” was of mysterious origin. Already in the Book of 
Daniel the “one like to a Man or Son of Man” comes ‘ with 
(Heb.) or upon (LXX) the clouds of heaven” (cf. S7b. Or 349 50 
quoted on p. lxix and 2. ; 

Kal Tor’ am jediouo Oeds réewer Baordja 
ds Tacav yalay ravoret TOAEMOLO KaKOtO), 

and the phrase ‘‘Son of Man” is adopted by the writer of one 
section of the Book of Enoch to designate the supernatural Messiah ; 
cf. 467+ 48? 62. In the same way the writer of 2 Es 13 describes 
the Messiah as coming from the midst of the sea ‘‘in the likeness 
of a man,” v.°; cf. v.!2 “the same man,” v.% “a man coming up 
from the midst of the sea,” v.51 “the man coming up from the 
midst of the sea.” The motive power that gave rise to these 
conceptions was probably the desire to represent the coming 
Messiah as of divine origin. And yet, to fulfil His functions, He 
must be also man, or at least in the guise of man. 

The editor of our Gospel clearly saw in the phrase thus put 
into the mouth of Christ in the sources which he was using, a 
proof that Christ would fulfil this anticipation of a supernatural 
Messiah. He was to come as Son of Man (10?%) in the glory of 
His Father (1627) upon the clouds of heaven (24°°). He would 
then send forth His angels and gather the elect (24%!; cf. 134), 
and sit upon the throne of His glory (1978 251). Then He would 
render to every man according to his deed (16?"), and all nations 
would be gathered before Him (25%!). For ‘“‘upon the clouds 
of heaven,” cf. Dn 7!%; for “render to every man according to his 
deed,” cf. Enoch 45° “On that day Mine Elect One will sit on 
the throne of glory, and make choice among their deeds”; 618 
“He will weigh their deeds in the balance”; for the gathering the 
elect, cf. Enoch 51? “He will choose the righteous and holy 
from amongst them”; for the gathering of all nations before the 
throne of glory, cf. Zxoch 623 “There will stand up in that day all 
the kings, and the mighty, and the exalted, and those who hold 
the earth, and they will see and recognise Him, how He sits on the 
throne of His glory.” 

But, secondly, if Christ had used the phrase ‘‘Son of Man” of 
Himself with reference to His future coming, He had also used 
the phrase in non-eschatological contexts. He was to come as 
Son of Man, but He also was the Son of Man during His life 



THE THEOLOGY OF THE GOSPEL Ixxili 

This Sonship was not a prerogative to be bestowed upon Him in 
the future. It was a present possession. Of course, we might 
suppose that the editor thought that Christ had often used the 
phrase of Himself in an anticipatory sense. But there are features 
in the Gospel which make it rather probable that he believed 
Christ to be by nature “the Son of Man,” and regarded the phrase 
as illustrative of the mysteriousness of His person. 

Christ was born of a virgin (118-5), He was in an unique sense 
Son of God (1127 2241-46), He had been chosen by God (3!”). 
What better phrase could be found to express the mysterious 
nature of such a personality than the “Son of Man,” which was 
already in use to designate the supernatural Messiah? It empha- 
sised His real humanity, it hinted at the mysterious nature of His 
birth, it drew attention to His Messianic office and functions, and 
it heralded His future glory. 

It does not lie within the scope of this Introduction to raise 
the question whether Christ did or did not use this phrase of 
Himself, or in the latter case why the Evangelists have attributed 
it to Him. Only two facts need here be noticed. /irs¢: the 
editor found the phrase so applied in both his main sources, Mk. 
and the Logia. It has therefore as much attestation as any phrase 
attributed to Christ. Second: the argument that the phrase “Son 
of Man” as a title is linguistically impossible in Aramaic, is 
unwarranted. ‘Son of Man” having already been used by the 
author of Daniel and converted into a semi-technical term by the 
writer of Hoch, it must have been as possible in Aramaic as in 
any other language to refer to it, and to say “‘¢#e Son of Man,” or 
“‘ the ‘man,’” or ‘‘ the whatever else may be the right equivalent of 
wax 72 in Daniel.” 

In order to make the matter clearer, it may be well to add a 
few words on the origin of the phrase and its meaning. That 
“Son of Man” is a semi-technical description of the supernatural 
Messiah in Zxoch and in 2 Esdras is clear. But whence did they 
derive it? Almost certainly from the wx 72 of Dn 7%. Dalman 
is inclined to the view that wx 72 was not in common use in 
early Palestinian Aramaic. WN was employed to denote “a man,” 
NWIN ‘92 to denote “men.” w28 72, on the other hand, was a 
literary phrase formed by imitation of the rare and poetic O78 3, 
and means “one of the human species,” “one who had in himself 
the nature of a human being.” But in the later Jewish Galilean 
dialects it came to be used in the sense of “a human being,” 
“anyone.” If it were desired to express in Aramaic ¢he WIN 12, 
this phrase would become Nw28 73. This was the original of 
6 vids tod avOpdérov, and was the phrase used by Christ. The 
Greek expression is an intentionally over-literal translation, because 
the more idiomatic rendering 6 av@pwos would have introduced 
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inexplicable confusion into the Gospel narrative. From this point 
of view Christ borrowed the title from the Book of Daniel, and its 
use by Him was quite distinctive, since WX 13 was not at that 
time in use to denote “‘ anyone.” 

On the other hand, it is urged by Wellhausen that xw2x 73 and 
woN 12 can mean nothing but ‘“‘man”; not an individual man, but 
man in general. Already in Daniel YX 72 means a man, a 
member of the human race. Hence it is impossible to express 
in Aramaic the Son of Man, because ‘*‘son of Man” in that idiom 
means simply “man” collectively. Christ, therefore, could not 
have used the phrase “the Son of Man.” And 6 vids rod avOpazrov 
was created by the Evangelists. For a discussion of the linguistic 
point, see Driver, DB iv. 579 ff. So far as I can judge, the follow- 
ing points seem to be clear. (1) It has not yet been shown that 
NWIN 2 was in use in Aramaic of the first century to mean “ man.” 
It is still, therefore, possible that Dalman is right in supposing that 
this phrase was used by Christ in the sense of the ‘Son of Man” 
of Daniel. (2) wox 12 in Daniel means “‘a man,” ze. ‘“‘a member 
of the human race.” The subsequent use of ‘Son of Man” in 
Enoch, of “man” in 2 Esdras, and of the phrase underlying 6 vids 
tov avOpwrov in the New Testament, is due to reminiscence of 
Daniel. The later writers would have been linguistically more 
correct if they had spoken of ¢he “man” of Daniel ; but their exact 
translation ““Son of Man” seemed more appropriate, as retaining 
the outward form of the phrase to which they were referring, and 
as less likely to introduce confusion than the more accurate trans- 
lation ¢he “man.” (3) Christ adopted the semi-technical term 
already in use to designate the supernatural Messiah, and spoke 
of Himself as ¢#e “Son of Man,” 7.e. the “Son of Man” of whom 
Daniel and Enoch had spoken. That there was some way of 
giving expression to such a designation in the Aramaic which He 
spoke, cannot be doubted in the face of the evidence of the 
Gospels. 

But this, of course, only carries us back to the Book of Daniel. 
It is often supposed that w3x 123=like a man, simply describes 
the Jewish nation as humane in comparison with the four empires 
which had preceded it in the sovereignty of the world. But it is 
doubtful whether such an interpretation really satisfies the terms 
of the vision. Rather those writers are moving in the right direc- 
tion who see in the phrase as used in Daniel the adaptation to 
the Jewish Messiah .of a term “man,” borrowed from an earlier 
eschatological tradition of “the man” who should form the meet- 
ing point between heaven and earth when the final act in the 
drama of the world’s history was being played. The primitive 
unfallen Man of God’s original creation should once again appear. 
(See Gressmann, /sraelitisch-judischen Eschatologte, 334 ff.; Volz, 
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Jiid. Eschat. p. 215; Gunkel, ZWT, 1899, 582-590.) If this be 
the case, then the conception of the “ideal” man had been for 
long a part of the pre-Christian Jewish Messianic theology. When 
the Lord used the term “the Son of Man” = ‘¢he “ Man,” as a title 
for Himself, He thereby claimed for His own person such qualities 
as pre-existence (cf. Loch 48%), uniqueness as contrasted with 
other men, yet real humanity, and such prerogatives as election 
by God to fulfil Messianic functions and to receive Messianic 
glory. 

Parallel to this conception of the Messiah as “the Man,” runs 
the more fragmentarily illustrated conception of the Messiah as 
mysteriously born of the woman (cf. Is 7!4, and Gressmann, pp. 
270 ff.) The fact that we get the two side by side in the first 
Gospel throws light upon the Evangelist’s conception of the Person 
of Christ. He was born of a virgin (118%). He was therefore 
God’s Son (3!7). He had been elected to Messianic functions 
(317), and was the King Messiah, the Beloved (3!’). He was 
also “the Man,” the meeting-point between the divine and the 
human, who should come, as Daniel had said, on the clouds of 
heaven to inaugurate the kingdom of heaven. 

Cf. Driver, DB iv. 579 ff.; Dalman, Words, pp. 234 ff. ; Well- 
hausen, Skizzen u. Vorarbeiten, vi. 200f., Einlettung, pp. 39f.; 
Drummond, /Z%S, April, July 1901; Lietzmann, Der Menschen- 
sohn, Leipzig, 1896; Gunkel, ZWT vii.; Volz, Jiid. Eschat. pp. 
214f.; Fiebig, Der MJenschensohn, 1901; Gressmann, Js. Jid. 
Eschat. pp. 334 ff. ; and the references in Driver’s article. 

D. THE CHURCH. 

_ The Messiah had come. He had preached the coming of the 
kingdom. He had been put to death. He would come at the 
end of the age on the clouds of heaven. In the meantime His 
disciples were to preach the doctrine of the kingdom, and make 
disciples by baptism into the name of the Father, and the Son, and 
the Holy Ghost (28!%). The disciples constituted an ecclesia (1618 
1817), They were to cultivate such qualities as humility (5° 18%), 
mercy (57), forgiveness (614-15 1815. 21-35), love (5**) ; and to practise 
almsgiving (62), prayer (6°15 77-11), and obedience to Christ’s com- 
mands (72427), They were to be prepared to give up all things for 
Christ’s sake, e.g. marriage (1912), property (19?9), earthly relation- 
ships (1929 1087), even life itself (10%? 167-6), They were to rely 
upon God’s providence, and to avoid the accumulation of riches 
(61*-84), Wealth was a hindrance to admission into the kingdom 
(203), Marriage was an ordinance of God (19*®) ; but divorce, 
except for zopveia (5°? 19°), was an accommodation to human 
weakness (198). 
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The righteousness to be aimed at by them was to be based on 
right motive rather than observance of rules, upon the spirit rather 
than the letter of the law (521-48 151-20). 

All the disciples were brethren, having one Father, God, and 
one Master and teacher, Christ (2381). As such they constituted 
the ecclesia (181”), and possessed common authority to legislate 
for the Church’s needs (1818). Wherever two or three met for 
prayer, Christ would be with them (1819). (Cf. 2820.) 

As in the Jewish Church so in the Christian, there would 
be prophets (104 2334), wise men (2374), and scribes (13°? 
22%) 

But from among the disciples twelve in particular were com- 
missioned to preach and to baptize (10° 281%). Amongst these 
Peter was pre-eminent (cf. 10? azp@ros) It was he to whom first 
was revealed the true nature of the Christ which was to be the 
foundation rock of the Church (1617). He was to have adminis- 
trative and legislative power within the kingdom (16119). But in 
that kingdom all twelve would sit on thrones, judging the twelve 
tribes of Israel (197°). 

£. JEWISH CHRISTIAN CHARACTER OF THE LOGIA. 

The probability that these sayings were collected and preserved 
by the early Church in Palestine is suggested by the following 
considerations : 

(a) The title and conception of the kingdom of the heavens 
as found in these sayings is Jewish in character. See above. 

(4) The interest shown in S. Peter, and the prominent position 
attributed to him, points in the same direction. 

(c) The mission of the Messiah and of His Apostles is limited 
to the Jewish nation. 

Cf. 1524 “I was not sent save to the lost sheep of the house 
of Israel.” 

1o® ‘Go rather to the lost sheep of the house of Israel.” 
1073 ‘Ye shall not exhaust the cities of Israel till the Son 

of Man come.” 
19% ‘Ye shall sit on twelve thrones, judging the twelve 

tribes of Israel.” 
6 See note. 

(811-12, though in its present position it seems to express a 
forecast of the admission of Gentiles into the kingdom, would not 
necessarily convey this meaning to a Jewish Christian society. 
Nor need the parables 2178-82. 33-46 221-14 have seemed to such a 
community to bear this meaning.) 

The editor of the Gospel has preserved these sayings in spite 
of the fact that he himself clearly believed that the good news of 
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the kingdom was intended for Gentiles. For he inserts 8513, 
adding to it from the Logia wv."-!, the result being that the 
admission of Gentiles is clearly alluded to. And the three parables 
21°8_2214 in their present position in the Gospel seem to suggest 
the same lesson. Compare also his insertion of 25146, possibly a 
Christian homily, of 2414 from Mk.; and of 281-29, especially v.19, 
which is probably also derived from Mk.’s lost ending. 

There is, however, nothing in these passages as recorded by 
Mt. which takes us outside the Jewish Christian point of view of 
‘he early Church at Jerusalem as described in Ac 1-15. In that 
Church reluctance to the admission of the Gentiles into the 
Church was at length so far worn down, that it was admitted that 
the Gospel should be preached to the Gentiles. But the stand- 
point adopted was somewhat similar to that of the canonical 
prophets, who advocated the view that the Jewish religion was 
destined to attract to itself all nations, but who never seem to 
have doubted that the result would be the submission of the 
Gentiles to the privileges of Judaism rather than the complete 
supersession of Judaism by a new religion. In the same way 
there is nothing in the first Gospel which is not consistent with 
a conception of Christianity as a purified Judaism which was 
destined to absorb within itself disciples (proselytes) from all 
nations. 

Of course, Christ’s sayings contain within themselves a wider 
and freer spirit than this, but the Jewish Christian Church of 
Palestine may well have failed to see the ultimate goal of 
universalism towards which this teaching inevitably tended. 

(d) The insistence on the permanent validity of the Mosaic 
law. 

Cf. 517-20 1816 233-28 ratra dé eer wornoat, Cf. 712>, and especi- 
ally the law of divorce for unchastity, 5°. 

This has so far influenced the editor, that he inserts a similar 
saying into Mk.’s narrative 107!?= Mt 191°, where it is certainly 
out of place. See noteson Mt 1g. Cf. also the insertion of the 
words pydé cafBarw in 242°, the omission of Mk 22%, and the 
emphasis on the fulfilment of prophecy. 

(e) The Jewish phraseology of the sayings. 
Cf. especially : 

9 Bacreia Tv otpavar. 
6 maT1p 6 év (Tots) ovpavots. 
6 maTip 6 obparos. 
TATHP LAB, HjLOV, TOV, AUVTOY, 

on which see above. And 
518 idta &y 7 pia Kepala. 
Bas pakd. 

673 rovypds. See note. 
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13% filavia. 
13°8 of viol THs BactXel/as. 
134° cuvréAcia TO aidvos. 
13°? ypappaters. 
1617 capé Kai atya, 
1618 wvAau adov. 
ro! |< bind’ and! loose 
1818 ” ” ” 
19% wadtvyyeveria—Opovov dd€ys. 

Cf. also the word-play in Nawpatos, 2“, and in BecAfeBovd, 
122 

(f) Anti-Pharisaic polemic ; 
3°. 

2B: 
Ci tohts wee hls 
Of course, this anti-Pharisaic attitude is observable also in a 

less degree in the editor’s other source, viz. the second Gospel, 
where the Pharisees are represented as finding fault with Christ’s 
teaching, 2°, or conduct, 216 3222, or with the conduct of His 
disciples, 21824 75, They combine against Him with the 
Herodians, 3° 12!8. They ask Him for a sign, 81!, and question 
Him about divorce, 10? (but see note on 19%). They question 
Him about His right to teach, 1177. Christ bids His disciples 
beware of the leaven of the Pharisees, 8, and beware of the 
scribes, 1258, They plot to kill Him, 141. The Pharisees are 
mentioned by name in nine of the above cases, viz, 214 18. 24 36 75 
8.15 to2 1218, In the others, viz. 26 322 141, it is the scribes 
who are mentioned, and it is scribes who with other members of 
the Sanhedrin effect the arrest of Christ, 14%, and His condemna- 
tion, 1453 15}, 

But the editor of the first Gospel extends the anti-Pharisaism 
of his sources. He not only borrows the polemical sayings from 
the Logia and the polemical incidents from S. Mark, but so 
arranges and adds to them as to give a very dark picture of the 
Pharisees. ‘To them and to the Sadducees the Baptist spoke his 
words of denunciation and warning, 37!%. Against their teaching 
was directed a considerable section of the Sermon on the Mount, 
5% 61-18, His teaching was, says S. Mark, “not as the scribes,” 
not, adds S. Matthew, as the scribes and Pharisees.! The editor 
also alters Mk.’s of ypapparets tov Papicaiwy (216) into ot Papicator, 
and Mk.’s of ypapparets (322) into of Paproaion (124, cf. 934). The 

1 Thetr scribes % B: their scribes and the Phartsees \att S. 
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same change occurs in Mk 128=Mt 2241, and in Mk 12%= 
Mt 22%4, See also critical note on 19%. 

Mk.’s short denunciation of the teaching of the scribes, 1237>-40, 
is lengthened into a long and severe denunciation of the scribes 
and Pharisees, ch. 23. The parable, Mk 121-2, is there, as in 
Mt 2178-44, addressed to the chief priests and elders ; but in Mt 21 
it is the chief priests and the Pharisees who recognise that it was 
aimed against them. Indeed, the whole section, 217°-2246, seems 
ta be directed against the Pharisees; cf. 2145 2215-84-41, This 
polemical motive probably explains the fact that in 21°! 4! 22? the 
opponents are made to utter their own condemnation (A€yovow). 
The whole section seems to develop towards the terrific condemna- 
tion of ch. 23. Lastly, in 27° it is the chief priests and the 
Pharisees who effect the sealing of the tomb and the placing of 
the guard before it. It is perhaps due to the same anti-Jewish 
motive that we owe the insertion of the incident of Pilate’s hand- 
washing (2724-25), 

THE AUTHOR. 

1. Papias apud Eusebius, 7. Z£. iii. 39: 
MarOatos pev ovtv “EBpaids dvadéxtw Tra Adyra ovveypawaro.} 

“Hppyvevce 0 aita as Rv Suvatos? exacTos. 
2. Irenzeus, iil. 1. 1 apud Eusebius, H. £. v. 8. 2: 
6 pev 37 MarOaios év trois “EGBpatous TH idia abr@v dvaréxtw kat 

ypadiy eEjveyxev EvayyeAiov, TOU Tlérpou kat Tov IlavAouv ev ‘Poun 
evayyeAlopevwv Kal GepedvovvTwr THY éxxAqotay. 

3: Origen apud Eusebius, LTE, Wa: 25: 
ore mparov pe yéypamtat TO Kata Tov Tote tehovay, vorepov 

8 axdatoAov ‘Tyoob Xpurrov MarOaiov, exdedwkdTa aito Tots azo 
lovdaicpod micrevcact, ypappacy ‘Efpaixots cuvretaypevov. 

4. Eusebius, #1. iE iil. 24. 6: 
MarOaios pev yap mpdtepov “EBpatois xnpigas, os nucdXev Kal ed’ 

érépous i€vat, tatpiw yAwtrn ypady Tapadods TO Kat aitov ’EvayyéAuov, 
70 Xetrov TH adtod Tapovoia TovTas ap av éoréAXeTO, da THS ypadis 
avetAnpov, 

5. Eusebius, 4. Z. v. 10. 3: 
6 Idyravos Kai eis “Ivdods eXOety Aeyerar, EvOa Adyos etpeiv airov 

tpopbacayv TV avTov Tapovatay TO Kara MazGatov ebaryyéhuov Tapa 
Teo aitoo Tov Xpuorov € ereyvuxoow, ols BapGodopaioy TOV aTooTOAwy 
éva Knpveat avrots TE ‘EBpatwv ypdppace THY Tod Maréatov xaradciwat 
ypadny, nv kat cdlerba eis Tov SnAovpevov xpovor. 

If we interpret ta Adya in No. 1 as equivalent to ‘the 
Gospel,” z.e. ‘“‘the Gospel which bears his name,” we seem to 
have a uniform second century tradition (Papias, Irenzus) 

1y./, cuverdtaro. 2 v1. ndvvaro. 
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repeated in the third (Origen) and in the fourth (Eusebius), to 
the effect that the first Gospel was written by Matthew, the toll 
gatherer and Apostle, in Hebrew. ‘Ihe necessary inference 
must be that our canonical Gospel is a translation of the 
original Apostolic work. 

This tradition (and inference) is, however, directly con- 
tradicted by the testimony of the first Gospel itself, for that 
work clearly shows itself to be a compilation by someone who 
has interwoven material from another source or other sources 
into the framework of the second Gospel. This renders it difficult 
to suppose that the book in its present form is the work of the 
Apostle Matthew. It is indeed not impossible, but it is very 
improbable, that an Apostle should rely upon the work of another 
for the entire framework of his narrative. If he did so, he certainly 
composed his work in Greek, not in Hebrew, for the first Gospel 
has largely embodied the Greek phraseology of the second Gospel. 
It is inconceivable that the compiler should have rendered Mk.’s 
Greek into Hebrew, and that this should have afterwards been 
retranslated into Greek so closely resembling its Marcan original. 

It would therefore seem that if the five passages quoted above 
represent a uniform tradition, the only course open to us is to 
assert that tradition has here gone astray. Our first Gospel was 
not originally written in Hebrew, nor is it likely that in its present 
form it is the work of an Apostle. But such a direct negative only 
forces us to examine more closely the facts at issue. The main 
points are these: 

(1) From the end of the second century it has been believed 
that our first Gospel was the work of the Apostle Matthew, who 
wrote it in “‘ Hebrew.” How did it come to bear his name? 

(2) According to the tradition represented by Papias, MS 
composed 7a Adyza in “ Hebrew.” 

In the first place, it is clear that whilst the description ra 
Adya need not necessarily exclude narrative material, it is admir- 
ably qualified to describe a book containing sayings, discourses, 
and parables. If there is corroborative evidence, we may 
reasonably suppose that S. Matthew’s Hebrew work was of 
this description. 

Secondly, our first Gospel contains some 411 verses, being 
about two-fifths of the whole book, which consists of sayings, 
some of them in small groups, others forming part of long 
discourses or of parables. These sayings are in large part 
characterised by common features. See above, p. livf. 

Now, if we assume that the compiler of the first Gospel 
drew these sayings from the Apostolic work or from a Greek 
translation of it, we have at once an explanation of the following 
facts: 
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(1) That our first Gospel has been ascribed to Matthew from 
the end of the second century. On the one hand, an anonymous 
Gospel based on S. Mark’s Gospel and on the Matthean Logia 
was in use in the Church. It might, of course, have been called 
after its compiler. But there would be an irresistible tendency 
to find for it Apostolic sanction; and the tradition as represented 
by Papias, that the Logia, which formed so large a part of it, were 
drawn from a work of the Apostle Matthew, would naturally suggest 
the name of that Apostle as a sanction for the importance ascribed 
to the first Gospel. To have called it after its other and chief 
source, S. Mark’s Gospel, would have led to confusion, since the 
second Gospel was also in common use. 

(2) That the Church writers from the second century onwards 
speak of the first Gospel as having been written in “ Hebrew.” 
This is quite simply explained as an after consequence of the 
transference of the name Matthew from the original Apostolic 
work to the canonical Gospel. It was traditional knowledge that 
Matthew had written an Evangelic work in Hebrew, and this 
statement easily became attached to the first Gospel. If there 
seems to be a measure of unreality about such a statement as 
applied to the first Gospel, the fault must lie at the door of those 
who first transferred the name Matthew from the primary to the 
secondary work. Yet what could they do? They wanted a name 
for the first Gospel. The compiler was either unknown, or, if 
known, a man of second rank in the Church. The book embodied — 
much of the Apostle’s work, and it would be a pity to allow his 
name as an authority for the Church’s records to pass into oblivion. 
And so the first Gospel became the work of the Apostle. But S. 
Matthew, as all men knew, had written in “Hebrew.” And so 
wherever the first Gospel became known as his work, the state- 
ment that he had written in Hebrew followed his name, and was 
attached to the Gospel. 

The canonical Gospel was not the only work ascribed to the 
Apostle Matthew in the second century. The Jewish Christian 
sect of the Nazarenes possessed a Gospel, which is referred to by 
second and third century writers as the Gosfel according to the 
FHlebrews. I give below some of the references to it. Lists of quota- 
tions from it may be seen in Preuschen’s Azii/egomena, or Nestle’s 
Novi Testamenti Supplementum, or (in German) in Hennecke’s 
Neutestamentliche Apokryphen. For critical discussions of the 
questions connected with the Gospel, see Zahn, Gesch. des Kanons, 
il. 642 ff., or Adeney in the Azdbert Journal, Oct. 1904. 

1. Ignatius (Hieronymus, De Vir. Lilus. 16): 
Ignatius—scripsit—ad Smyrnzeos—in qua et de evangelio, quod 

nuper a me translatum est, super persona Christi ponit testimonium 
dicens ‘“ Ego vero et post resurrectionem in carne eum vidi et credo 

f 
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quia sit; et quando venit ad Petrum et ad eos qui cum Petro erant 
dixit eis: Ecce palpate me et videte, qui non sum dzemonium in- 
corporale. Et statim tetigerunt eum et crediderunt.” Cf. Ignatius, 
Ad Smyrn. iii. 1. 2. Jerome himself ascribes the expression “in- 
corporale demonium” to the Gospel ‘‘ quod Hebrzorum lectitant 
Nazarei,” Comm. in Isaiah, pref. to Bk xviii. Origen, De Princip. 1, 
procem. 8, says that the expression “non sum damonium incor- 
poreum ” came from the book called Petri Doctrina. 

2. Hegesippus (Eusebius, 4. £. iv. 22): 
& te TOU kal’ “EBpaious ebayyediov Kal ToD Svpiakod Kat idiws éx 

Ts EBpaidos diadéxrov tia tiOnow. 
3. Papias (Eusebius, HOE. iii. 39): 
exteGertar d& Kai aAAny é toroptav rept yovauros emt moAXais ayap- 

riais dvaBAnOetons ext Tod Kupiov, Hv TO Kal? “EBpaious evayyediov 
TEpLexet. 

Eusebius does not here assert that Papias quoted from the 
Gospel according to the Hebrews. 

4. Irenzus, Adv. Her. i. 26. 2: 
Solo autem eo quod est secundum Mattheum evangelio 

utuntur (Ebionzi), et apostolum Paulum recusant, apostatem eum 
legis dicentes. 

5- (a) Origen, Comment. in Joh. vol. ii. 6 (Paris, 1759, vol. iv. 63). 
éeav d€ zpocierai Tis TO Kal? “EBpaious etayyéuov. 
(6) Origen, Comment. in M1. vol. xv. 14 (Paris, 1740, vol. iii. 671). 
Scriptum est in evangelio quodam, quod dicitur secundum 

Hebrzos, si tamen placet alicui suscipere illud, non ad auctoritatem, 
sed ad manifestationem propositz queestionis. 

6. Clement Alex., Stromata, il. 9: 
1 Kav TO Ka? TPdatous cbayyeAiy—yeypamrat, 

a. (a) Eusebius, Z. £. iil. 253 
"Hon 3 ev rovrous Twes kal 70 Kal? “EGpaious evayyéAvov katéXeEav, 

© padiota “EBpaiwy ot tov Xpurrov Tapadedpevor Xalpover. 
(4) Eusebius, . £. ili. 27: 
evayyediw de boven TO kal? “EBpaious Aeyopevw xpwopevot, Tov oud 

OpuKpov erovovvTo Adyov. 
8. (a) Jerome, De Vir. Lllus. 3: 
Porro ipsum Hebraicum habetur usque hodie in Cesariensi 

bibliotheca, quam Pamphilus martyr studiosissime confecit. Mihi 
quoque a Nazareis, qui in Bercea urbe Syriz hoc volumine utuntur, 
describendi facultas fuit. 

(6) Jerome, Contra Pelag. iii. 2: 
In Evangelio juxta Hebrzos, quod Chaldaico quidem Syroque 

Sermone, sed Hebraicis literis scriptum est, quo utuntur usque 
hodie Nazarzeni, secundum apostolos sive, ut plerique autumant, 
juxta Matthzeum, quod et in Ceesariensi habetur bibliotheca, narrat 
historia, etc. 
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(c) Jerome, Comment. in Is 11?: 
Evangelium quod Hebrzeo sermone  conscriptum legunt 

Nazarei. 
(dz) Jerome, Comment. in Mic 77: 
Evangelium ‘‘quod secundum Hebreos editum nuper trans- 

tulimus.” 
(ec) Jerome, Comment. in Is 40°: 
Evangelium ‘quod juxta Hebrzos scriptum Nazarzi lecti- 

tant.” 
(f) Jerome, Comment. in Ezech 1638: 
“In evangelio quoque Hebrzeorum, quod lectitant Nazarei.” 
(g) Jerome, Comment. in Mt 12}: 
In evangelio quo utuntur Nazarzni et Ebionitze, quod nuper 

in Greecum de Hebreo sermone transtulimus, et quod vocatur a 
plerisque Matthzi authenticum, etc. 

(z) Jerome, Zf. 20. 5: 
Denique Matthzus, qui evangelium Hebrzeo sermone con- 

scripsit, ita posuit: Osanna barrama. 
(¢) Jerome, Comment. in Mt 23°: 
In evangelio quo utuntur Nazareeni, etc. 
(J) Jerome, De Vir. Lllus. 2: 
“Evangelium quoque, quod appellatur Secundum Hebreos et 

a me nuper in Greecum Latinumque sermonem translatum est, quo 
et Origenes szepe utitur,” etc. 

It will have been seen that Papias and the Gospel had a narra- 
tive in common; but it does not, of course, follow that Papias had 
seen the Gospel. Ignatius has a saying which was also contained 
in the Gospel. Hegesippus quoted from it. Irenzeus speaks of it 
as in use among the Ebionites; but he probably uses Ebionites 
loosely as a general term for the Jewish Christians of Palestine. 
It was, as Jerome many times states, the Gospel of the Nazarenes, 
whilst the Ebionites had another Gospel (Epiphanius, eves. xxx. 
3. 13). Jerome saw the Gospel at Bercea, and says that there was 
a copy in the library at Cesarea. He translated it into Latin and 
into Greek, and not infrequently (some eighteen times) quotes from 
it in his writings. The extant fragments of it are too scanty to 
admit of positive judgements, but it is unlikely that there was any 
dependence of our canonical Gospel upon the Gospel according 
to the Hebrews, or vice versa. All that can be said is, that from 
the beginning of the second century the Jewish Christian Nazarenes 
had a Gospel which they ascribed to Matthew, and which was 
written in the Aramaic language and in Hebrew letters. It may 
have been ascribed to Matthew for the same reason that caused 
his name to be connected with our canonical Gospel, viz., the 
fact that one main source for its material was that Apostle’s col- 
lection of sayings of Christ. 
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THE DATE. 

The data furnished by the Gospel itself seem best satisfied if 
we suppose that its author compiled it within a period of a few 
years before or after the fall of Jerusalem in a.p. 70. An earlier 
date does not seem possible, in view of the fact that the compiler 
had S. Mark’s Gospel before him. 

The writer’s forecast of history is clear and unmistakable. 
The coming of the Son of Man, whom he clearly identifies with 
the crucified Christ, would be the first stage in a series of events, 
comprising the gathering of the elect and the final judgement, 
which together would form a terminus to the present dispensation 
of the world’s history. Compare the following: 

245 “What is the sign of Thy coming, and of the consumma- 
tion of the age?” 

24°° “They shall see the Son of Man coming upon the clouds 
of heaven,” etc. 

25°! “When the Son of Man shall come in His glory, then 
shail He sit on the throne of His glory, and all nations shall be 
gathered before Him.” 

This coming and the consummation of the age lay in the near 
future. Compare the following: 

1023 “Ye shall not finish the cities of Israel, till the Son of 
Man be come.” 

1628 “There are some of those who stand here, who shall not 
taste of death, until they see the Son of Man coming in His 
kingdom.” 

24°4 “This generation shall not pass away, until all these things 
come to pass.” 

But it could be still further defined, for it was to take place 
“immediately after the tribulation of those days,” 2479; and this 
tribulation is clearly to the writer the distress which would accom- 
pany the downfall of Jerusalem ; cf. 24? “There shall not be left a 
stone upon a stone.—When shall these things be, and what shall be 
the sign of Thy coming, and of the consummation of the age?” 

It is true that the writer anticipates a previous preaching of 
the goodness of the kingdom in all the world to all nations, 2414; 
but he makes it clear that in his opinion this could be accom- 
plished before the great tribulation of the final overthrow of the 
Jewish-nation ; cf. 24!4# “then shall come the end. When, there- 
fore, ye see (the approaching fall of the city),” etc. It is probable 
that he saw in the apostolic preaching in the West, culminating 
in the arrival of S. Paul at Rome, an ample fulfilment of this 
“preaching in all the world (oikovpevy) for a testimony to all 
nations.” 
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It seems impossible to suppose that a Gospel in which Christ’s 
sayings are so arranged as to give this quite definite impression 
that He had foretold His coming as Son of Man, and the con- 
summation of the age, in close connection with the events of the 
year 70 A.D., could have been written more than a very few years 
after that date. 

Nor does the Gospel contain anything that decisively conflicts 
with such a date. 

Certainly not the narratives of chs. 1. 2. Whatever the amount 
of historical fact here recorded may be, there is no reason why these 
traditions should not have been recorded before the year 75 A.D., 
this date being chosen as the latest probable limit. See note on 
chs. 1. 2. It is only the narrow and undiscerning logic of modern 
criticism which finds it necessary to detect earlier and later stages 
of thought in these chapters, on the ground that one and the 
same writer could not have recorded the story of the supernatural 
birth, azd, at the same time, have compiled as an introduction to 
it a genealogy professedly designed to emphasise the fact that 
Joseph was in a real sense the father of Jesus. I have en- 
deavoured to prove in the commentary that the Gospel as it now 
stands is an indivisible unity ; and that the only stages required are 
an early cycle of Palestinian traditions, and a compiler who placed 
them at the beginning of his Gospel, and compiled as an intro- 
duction to them a genealogy of the main figure in his Gospel 
narrative. The traditions may well have been current in Palestine 
before the year 70 A.D., and the compiler need not have done his 
work much later, if at all later, than this. 

Nor need such sayings as 1617-19 1816-20 reflect a late period of 
Church history. The ‘‘Church” may well be the Palestinian com- 
munity of Jewish-Christian disciples of Jesus in the middle of 
the century, and the prominence given to S. Peter probably 
reflects his position in the Palestinian Church during that period. 
If we regard the writer of the Gospel as a Jewish Christian, and 
do not read into his record of Christ’s words ideas which the 
later Church quite naturally found there in the light of the develop- 
ment of Christianity, there seems no reason to suppose that he 
may not have written his book within the period 65-75 a.p. 
And his arrangement of Christ’s eschatological sayings almost 
conclusively points to that period. 

THE STYLE AND LANGUAGE. 

The Greek of the Gospel is not so full of Aramaisms and of 
harsh constructions due to translation from Aramaic as is the 
Greek of the second Gospel. Nor, on the other hand, has it the 
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Septuagintal and, so, Hebraic ring of the language of the third 
Gospel. It has rather the lack of distinction which characterises 
any narrative compiled from previous sources by an editor who 
contents himself with dovetailing together rather than rewriting 
the sources before him. 

The following phrases are strikingly characteristic of the 
Gospel : 

tote. This occurs in narrative at the beginning of a new para- 
graph,! 313 41 gl¢ 1120 1222 88 1 336 rol 1821 1918 2020 2215 231 2614. Sl. 86 
275 27, or in the course of a section, 2716-17 35.15 45.10.11 26 96. 29. 37 
1213 pol 28 1612 20.24 713.19 yo27 py] 2721 263. 38. 45. 50. 52. 56. 05. 67. 74 

27% 13. 16. 26. 38. 58 2810. Frequently also in sayings and parables, 54 
5.28 glS 1229. 44.45 26.43 1627 1882 28.13 p49. 10. 14, 16. 21, 23. 80 (2). 40 

25l- 7. Bl. 34. 87. 41, 44, 45, 

idov.2, This occurs in narrative, either alone, 120 2}. 18. 19 g18. 32. 46 
2647, or with Kad prefixed, 41617 82 24. 29. 32.84 92 3.10.20 210 7522 

1735 1916 2930 2651 2751 289; in sayings and parables, either alone, 
118-10.19 2247 738 927 2018 224 242% 25.26 2646 287, or with xa/, 
74 287. 20, 

orws, 17 times. 
dvaxwpetv, Io times. 
mpocépxerOa, 52 times. 
mpookvvelv, 13 times. 
mpoodepe, 14 times. 
ovvayev, 24 times. 
dxAo. Mk. has 6yAos 37 times, 6yAor once, ch. 10 (but 

D Stabcffikq dxdos). On the other hand, Mt. has oxAa 30 
times, dxAos 17. 

For other phrases, see Hore Syn. pp. 4-7, 25-27, and above, 
ovis 

i Another characteristic of the editor’s style is a tendency to 
repeat a phrase or construction two or three times at short 
intervals. This is particularly noticeable at the beginning or close 
of a section. 

Cf. the following : 
(1) rod de *Incod yevvnbévros—isov, 2}. 

avaxwopnoavTwv S¢ adrav—idov, 2}, 

teXeuTHTavros Sé TOD “Hpadov idov, 2), 
(2) mapayivera, 3}. 

1 
9 

(3) axovoas 6é, 412, 
meputatov b¢, 438, 
mavioclen 

1 As arranged in the text of Westcott and Hort. 
* This word is characteristic of Mt. only as contrasted with Mk. It is 

common in Lk. 
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(4) xataBavyre (os) dé airé (od), 8% 
eiaeA Govtos (1) dé adrod (@), 85. 

(5) Kat éuBavre aire, 87%, 
Kat éAOovte aita, 878, 

(6) Kai éuBas, gt. 
Kal Tapayov, 9°. 

(7) «is GAnv thy ynv éxelvyny, 9*. 
év An TH yn éxetvy, 9°. 

(8) ev exeivw TO Kaup@, 117 123, 
(9) ot d€ etOws adévres, 420 22, 

(10) «dds dé, 1427. 
evdews Sé, 149), 

(11) Kai e&eAOdv exetGev, 1571. 
Kal pwetaBas éxeidev, 157%. 

(12) THv Baorreiay rod Geov, 2151, 
» Bacreta Tod Geod, 214, 

(13) Kat karaBawovrwv aitav—evereiAaro atrots, 17%, 
kal eAGovrwy—mpoondGev aita, 1714, 

(14) dvactpepopévwr dé airav, 1772. 
eAGovrwy dé adrov, 1774. 

(15) GAAnv rapaBodny rapeOnKev avrois A€yov, 1374 31, 
dAAnv wapaBoAnv eAddXnoev avtots, 13°, 

(16) dpota eoriv, 13%. 
madw opota eotiv, 13% 47, 

THE TEXT. 

The task of an editor of the first Gospel is complicated by the 
fact that he not only has to decide questions bearing on the text 
of the first Gospel, but also to investigate the text of S. Mark. 
I am unable to assume that the edition of Westcott and Hort gives 
us a final text in either Gospel. In particular, I am inclined 
to believe that the second century readings, attested by the 
ecclesiastical writers of that century, and by the Syriac and Latin 
versions, are often deserving of preference. I have made no 
special study of the Latin versions, but some investigation of the 
Syriac versions has long convinced me that the Curetonian may 
be regarded as a revision of the text presented by the Sinaitic 
version ; and that whilst the former, when it differs from the 
Sinaitic, rarely retains an original reading, the latter is often of 
great importance. On the other hand, I cannot subscribe to the 
exaggerated estimate of the value of the Sinaitic versions taken by 
Dr. A. Merx.! For the early Syriac versions, the student should 
study the admirable edition of Mr. Burkitt. 

1 Die Vier Canonischen Evangelien. 
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I have used the ordinary symbols for the Greek and Latin 
MSS. To those usually quoted add 

Ox =A papyrus fragment, containing Mt 11 22-14-20, published 
in Oxyrhynchus Papyrt, 1. 

The Syriac versions are quoted thus: 
S! =the Sinaitic MS. 
S? =the Curetonian. 
S3 =the Peshitta. 
S* =the Harclean. 
S5= the Jerusalem Lectionary. 

The Old Latin (pre-Vulgate) MSS. are quoted under the 
ordinary letters (a b c, etc.), or in cases where several agree as 
late. 

No attempt has been made to give the whole of the evidence 
for textual readings. The syllable a/ means “ with other uncial 
MSS.,” ¢.g. E F a/ means that a reading is attested by E F and 
other uncials. 
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ire, GOSPEL ACCORDING ae 

5? MADRE: 

A,—I, II. BIRTH AND INFANCY OF THE MESSIAH. 

I. 1-17. His Genealogy. 

I. 1. Book of the generation of Jesus Christ, Son of David, Son EB 
of Abraham.| BiBdos yevécews is clearly borrowed from Gn 2 
LXX. So far as the Hebrew of that passage is concerned, 
“These are the generations,” etc., would seem to close the pre- 
ceding section. But it is probable that the LXX translator 
connected it rather with 24°46. This section contains J’s narra- 
tives of the creation of man, of the garden, of the Fall, of the 
birth of Cain and Abel, and of the descendants of Cain down to 
Lamech ; ending with the births of Seth and of his son. yéveous 
here, therefore, covers the genealogy of mankind from Adam to 
Seth, and includes a good deal of narrative-matter relating to this 
period. In Gn 5} BiBXos yevéoews occurs again, and here covers 
the genealogy of Adam as far as Japheth (5%), with an appended 
history containing an account of the wickedness of men in the 
days of Noah (618). In 69 occurs the shorter superscription atrat 
d€ ai yevéeoets N@e, introducing the account of the Flood, 6°—9”%. 
In 10! atrar 8é ai yeveoes tay vidy Née introduces a list of the 
descendants of Noah, with an appended narrative of the tower of 
Babel (112°). In 11! atrae ai yevéoes 2 introduces a list of 
the descendants of that patriarch to Terah; and in 1127 a similar 
formula ushers in the descendants of Terah. It is therefore 
clear that to a Jewish Christian writer acquainted with the LXX, 
) BiBXros yevécews, or atrau ai yeveoers, was a biblical phrase which 
might be used to describe a narrative containing, as in the case of 
Noah, a list of descendants, and some account of the life of the 
person named. In strict analogy we should expect BiBAos yevécews 
‘ABpaadu. But, since for the editor the main interest centred in 
the person of Christ rather than of Abraham, it was not unnatural 
for him to depart from literary usage in this respect. It seems 

; ; 
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probable that the title should be taken as covering not the whole 
Gospel, but only that portion of it which gives Christ’s ancestry 
and the circumstances of His birth and childhood. 

*Incod Xpicrod.] This collocation is rare in the Synoptic 
Gospels. It occurs here, 138? 1624 Mk 1! only. Also in Jn 12” 
178 Xpiorés has become a proper name, and lost its adjectival 
force. For the history of Xpuorés as a Messianic title, see Dalm. 
Words, 289 ff.—viod Aaveis} For “Son of David” as a title 
of the Messiah, see Dalm. Words, 319 ff.—viod “ABpaau] Cf. 
He 2!° omeppatos “ABpadp émiAapBaverat. The descent of the 
Messiah from Abraham is emphasised in Zest. Zevi 8. Cf. Volz, 
Jud. Eschat. 216. 

The genealogy which follows was probably compiled by the 
editor for the purpose of his Gospel. (a) In accordance with this 
purpose he carries back the genealogy to Abraham, the first 
founder of the Jewish race. (4) He inserts details which are out 
of place in a strict genealogy, but which are in harmony with the 
theme of his Gospel, eg. ex ris Oapap, v.2; é€x ris “Payaf, v.*; 
ex THs “Povl, v.5; éx tis Tov Odpiov, v.£. These names are prob- 
ably introduced as those of women, in whose case circum- 
stances were overruled by the divine providence which, as it might 
have seemed, should have excluded them from a place in the 
ancestral line of the Messiah. They were in a sense forerunners 
of the Virgin Mary. (c) The division into three groups of fourteen 
names also has its purpose. In David the family rose to royal 
power (Aaveid tov Bacrréa, v.°). At the Captivity it lost it again. 
In the Christ it regained it. 

For the names in the genealogy the compiler naturally had 
recourse to the Old Testament so far as that availed him. He 
appears to have used the LXX text. 

V.2 comes from 1 Ch 1 21, v.5 from 1 Ch 2&5 9% vy ee 
from 1 Ch 210-18, yy,6b1l from 1 Ch 3510-15, yy.12.13 to Zopo- 
BaBeX from 1 Ch 3!7-!% The names in vv.!%16 come from an 
unknown source, probably from information received from Christ’s 
relations. 

E 2. Abraham begat Isaac; and Isaac begat Jacob; and Jacob 

begat Judah and his brethren.| "ABpadp eyevvnce tov “Ioaax, from 
t Ch 134 xat éyevvyoev “ABpadp tov ‘Ioaax. In the next clause 
‘Taxus comes from 1 Ch 14, where the Heb. has “Israel.” This 
is at the outset a hint that the compiler is using the LXX rather 
than the Hebrew.—'lovdav kai rods adeAghovs adrot] The compiler 
borrows *Iovda from 1 Ch 2!, and then summarises the brethren 
whose names are there given as tots ddeAgovs atrov. The fact 
that he mentions the brethren at all suggests that he has this 
verse in Chronicles before him. 

E 8. And Judah begat Phares and Zara from Tamar ; and Phares 
begat Esrom; and Esrom begat Aram.| Clause a is from 1 Ch 24 kat 
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Oapdp 7 vipdyn adrov érexev ata Tov apes kat Tov Zapa. The fact 
that the compiler adds xal tov Zapa ex ts @apyap, which is quite 
superfluous in a genealogy proper, shows that he had 1 Ch 24 
before him. Zapa is the Septuagintal form of nit, On the 

editor’s special reason for mentioning Tamar, see above.—‘Eopwy | 
In 1 Ch 29 B has ‘Eoepwv, A Luc. “Eopwp. In 1 Ch 2° B has 
‘Apody, B*'>' “Eapav, A Luc. ‘Eopép. Elsewhere “Eopop is 
peculiar to A Luc., never appearing in B. Its use in Mt. shows 
that the compiler was using Septuagintal forms, and not trans- 
literating the Hebrew.—Apay] In1 Ch 2° ’Apaw appears as a 
son of “Eapoyp. 

4. And Aram begat Aminadab ; and Aminadab begat Naasson ; E 
and (Naasson begat “Salmon. i Apap] In 1 Ch 2?° B has *Appav, 
but A Luc. Sie A eevee) In 1 Ch 2!°B has ’Apevadaf, 
but A Luc. ’ApwadaB. Naacodv and Satydv come from 1 Ch 
210.11, They are the Septuagintal forms of jivn) and noe, 

. And Naasson begat Boes from Rahab ; and Boes begat lobed E 
ee Ruth ; and TIobed begat Jessai. irae inex Chez 48 
has Boos, but A Luc. Boof—éx ris “Paxa8] For the insertion, 
see on v.!, ‘“PayaZ is not a Septuagintal form. This version 
uniformly has “PaaZ. However, Josephus has 4 “PayaBy or 
‘PaaBn, Ant. v. 8, 11, 15. The editor adopts here a form which 
represents the Hebrew more nearly than ‘Paa@. “Iw@yd and 
Tecoat are the Septuagintal forms of J3iy and 'v* or ‘wx, They 

come from 1 Ch 2!%, where B has ‘0878 and A "Iwf76. 
6. And Jessai begat David the king.| The insertion of ‘the E 

king,” which was perhaps suggested by éGacitevoev, 1 Ch 334 
or by Ru 422 LXX A, marks the close of the first division of the 
genealogy. At this point the family obtained royal power. 
Aaveid is the Septuagintal form. For tov Baowdéa, cf. also Jos. 
Ant. V. ix. 4:—“ From Obed came Jessai, and from him David 
the king (6 BacwWevcas), and left the sovereignty to his sons 
for twenty-one generations. I thought it necessary to recount 
the history of Ruth, because I wished to show the power of 
God, that He can advance even the ignoble to splendid dignity ; 
such as that to which He brought David, though born of such 
parents.” 

6,7. And David begat Solomon from the wife of Uriah; and 
Solomon begat Roboam.| 1 Ch 351°.—Xodopéva] The LXX AB 
has SaAwpov, Luc. Zahopoy, Josephus Zoropav. “PoBooyu is the 
Septuagintal form. aa THs Tod Oipeiov] Perhaps suggested to 
the editor by 1 Ch 35. For the insertion of a woman’s name, see 
on v.1, Oipetov is the Septuagintal form. 

7,8. And Roboam begat Abia; and Abia begat Asaph ; and E 
Asaph begat Joshaphat; and Joshaphat begat Joram.| Cf. 1 Ch 
310. "ABia] LXX A B has “ABed, Luc. *ABid. Josephus 
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’"ABias.—Aoad|] In 1 Ch. LXX A B Luc. has ’Aoa, Josephus 
"Acavos. But “Acad is a Septuagintal form. See Burkitt, Zvan- 
gelion Da-Mepharreshe, 203. “Iwcadar and "Iwpap are Septuagintal 
forms. Josephus has “Iwad¢aros and “Idpaos. 

E 8,9. And Joram begat Oztas ; and Oztas begat Joatham ; and 
Joatham begat Ahaz ; and Ahaz begat Hezekias.| Cf. 1 Ch 31 1%, 
Joram begat Ozias. Commentators usually note that Mt. has 
here omitted three kings, Ahaziah, Joash, and Amaziah. But this 
is not the case. 1 Ch 3}! records that "Ofea was the son of 
Joram. ‘That is to say, Mt. follows the LXX of the Chronicles. 
Mt. continues: ’OZelas 3¢ éyévyyoe tov “Iwafay. The Chronicler 
LXX has “Iwas vids atrov, “Apacias vids airod, "Alapia vids atro, 
*Iwafav vids abrod. That is to say, Mt. has omitted not Ahaziah 
=’O€elas, Joash, and Amaziah, but Joash, Amaziah, and Azariah 
=Uzziah. The reason must be sought in 1 Ch 3!! LXX. The 
son of Joram is there called ’’Ofea. Now for Ahaziah the LXX 
generally has ’Oyo€eéas, whilst "Ofeva is generally the equivalent of 
Uzziah, e.g. 2 Ch 269%. “Ofea in 1 Ch 3! is possibly a mistake. 
Mt. as he copied it seems naturally enough to have connected it 
with Uzziah, and so to have passed on to this king’s son, Jotham, 
thus omitting unconsciously the three intervening kings. Or the 
copy of the LXX which he followed may have made the omission 
for the same reason.—’Ofeias] The Septuagintal forms are ’Ofad, 
B; ’Oflas, A Luc.—Iwafau| The LXX A B has “Iwafdv, but 
Luc. "Iwfau.—'Ayal] The LXX A B has "Ayas, but Luc. “Ayué. 
’"Elexias is the LXX form. 

E 10. And Hezekiah begat Manasseh; and Manasseh begat 
Amos ; and Amos begat Josiah.|\—Mavaco7js| So LXX, Josephus. 
—Twoeias] LXX AB has *Iwced, but Luc. “Iwotas ; so Josephus. 
—Apos] LXX B has ’Apvov, Al* B*>’Apos. Josephus, "Apwoos 
or “Appor. 

E ll. And Josiah begat Jechoniah and his brethren, at the time 
of the captivity into Babylon.| ai rots adeXpovs adrod is inserted 
because in 1 Ch 38 the names of the brethren of Jehoiakim are 
recorded just as the same words occur in v.”, because the brethren 
of Judah are registered in 1 Ch 21. 

The verse as it stands gives rise to great difficulties, because 
Jehoiakim has been omitted. But the text must be corrupt. As 
it stands there are only thirteen names in the third division, 
beginning with Salathiel. And this is impossible in view of v.17. 
If we suppose that “Iexovéay in v.!! is a corruption for “Iwaxecu, 
everything is plain.! The xal rovs ddeAgovs is then due to 1 Ch 

1In 1 Esd 1% reference is made to rdv "Iexovlay vidvy Iwoeiov. Here 
ehoahaz is meant. We might suppose that Mt. also meant Jehoahaz by ror 
Iexoviav, and that his cal rods ddeAgpovs av’tod was a summary way of describing 
Jehoiakim ; Jehoiachin and Zedekiah, of whom the first and third were brothers 
of Jehoahaz, whilst the second was -his nephew, if it were not for the fact that 



I.11-16.] BIRTH AND INFANCY UF THE MESSIAH 5 

3°, where the names of Jehoiakim’s brethren are given.—eézt rijs 
petoukeoias] petouxesia, arare word. It occurs ten times in the 
LXX, besides only Anvth. P. 7.731. The mention of the Captivity 
closes the second division of the genealogy. In the generation of 
Jechoniah the family lost the royal power to which it had risen in 
the person of David. 

12. And after the captivity into Babylon, Jechoniah begat Sala-E 
Huel.| From r Ch 3", 

12, 18. And Salathiel begat Zorobabel; and Zorobabel begat E 
Abiud ; and Abiud begat Eliakim.| In 1 Ch 3! the Hebrew 
represents Zerubbabel as the son of Pedaiah. But the LXX BA 
gives kal viol Sarabinrd ZopoBaBed, x.r.. The editor is therefore 
clearly using the LXX. It seems clear that up to this point the 
editor has been using the LXX of 1 Ch 1-3. For (1) the names 
are given in the forms of the LXX. The only apparent exceptions 
are “Acad and “PayaZ. The latter does not occur in 1 Ch 1-3, 
and the editor substitutes a traditional form for the “Pac of the 
LXX. (2) Several of the details in Mt. are explained by his use 
of the LXX of 1 Ch., eg. (2) IaxdB, v.2. So LXX 1 Ch 1%, 
Heb. Osv", (4) “Twpip. 88 éyévvgoe tov *Ofiay (v.%). So LXX 
1 Ch 3u, (c) Zarabypr Se eyéevvyce tov ZopoBaBer (v.18). So 
LXX 1 Ch 3)% Other details in the genealogy point to a use 
of 1 Ch. but not SEES of the LXX version, e.g. (2) Kal TOUS 
dSeApors avrov (v.?), is explaiuied by 1 Ch 2!-2; ; (2) kat tov Zapa 
éx TS @apap (v.°), by reference 2 x Ch a (c) Kat Tovs adeApovs 
avtov (v.!), by reference to 1 Ch 3 

For the names which follow, a ‘editor is dependent on other 
information. 

13, 14. And Eliakim begat Azor ; and Azor begat Sadok ; and 
Sadok begat Acheim ; and Acheim begat Eliud.) 

15. And Eliud begat Eleazar; and Eleazar begat Matthan,;® 
and Matthan begat Jacob. | 

16. And Jacob begat Joseph. Joseph, to whom was espoused E 
Mary a virgin, begat Jesus, who ts called Christ.| Thus ends 
the third division of the genealogy. The family now regained in 
the Christ, the anointed King, the sovereignty which it had won 
in David and lost at the Captivity. There is no sufficient ground 
for supposing that the genealogy ever existed apart from the 
Gospel. The references to Tamar, Rahab, Ruth, Bathsheba, can 
only be explained as due to the editor of the Gospel, who saw in 
the life histories of these women a divine overruling of history 
from which a right understanding of Mary’s virginity might be 
drawn. Of course these references might have been inserted by 
the editor of the Gospel in a genealogy which he found ready 
made to his hand. But the artificial arrangement into three 

in v.? Iexyovlas is clearly Jehoiachin. For confusion between Jehoiakim and 
Jehoiachin cf. 1 Esd 141, where the latter is called "Iwaxely. 
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groups of fourteen names reminds us of the not infrequent pre- 
dilection for arrangements in three whicn runs through the entire 
work. Cf. the following: three incidents of Christ’s childhood, 
ch. 2; three incidents prior to His ministry, 3-4!!; three tempta- 
tions, 44"; threefold interpretation of “do not commit murder,” 
v.22; three illustrations of ‘‘righteousness,” 6118; three prohibi- 
tions, 61°76; three injunctions, 7727; three miracles of healing, 
81-15; three miracles of power, 87°-9°; three complaints of His 
adversaries, g!!7; threefold answer to question about fasting, 
g*-17; three incidents illustrating the hostility of the Pharisees, 12 ; 
three parables of sowing, 13}°2; three sayings about “little ones,” 
ch. 18; three parables of prophecy, 2178-2214; three parables of 
warning, 24°°-25°0, There is, further, no ground for the wide- 
spread belief that the genealogy is in itself a proof of a belief that 
Christ was the natural son of Joseph and Mary. This particular 
genealogy contains the condemnation of such a belief. The man 
who could compile it and place immediately after it 118-5, clearly 
did not believe that Christ was the son of Joseph. He inserted 
in the genealogy the references to the women and the relative 
clause ‘‘to whom was betrothed Mary a virgin,” in order to antici- 
pate vv.!85, In other words, éyévvyoe throughout the genealogy 
denotes legal, not physical descent. He had before him two 
traditional facts—(a) that Christ was born of a Virgin in a super- 
natural manner, (2) that He was the Messiah, z.e. the Son of 
David. How could a Jewish Christian, indeed how could anyone, 
reconcile these facts otherwise than by supposing that Mary’s 
husband was the legal father of Christ? So non-natural a sense of 
fatherhood may seem strange to us, but the fact of the super- 
natural birth which gave rise to it is stranger. Whatever we may 
think of it, this was the belief of the editor of the Gospel; so that 
there is no ground for the widespread opinion that the existence 
of a genealogy of Christ is proof of an underlying belief that He 
was the natural son of Joseph and Mary. If the editor simply 
tried to give expression to the two facts which had come down to 
him by tradition—the fact-of Christ’s supernatural birth, and the 
fact that He was the Davidic Messiah, and did not attempt 2 
logical synthesis of them, who shall blame him ? 

E 17. Therefore all the generations from Abraam to David 
are fourteen generations; and from David to the Captivity into 
Babylon are fourteen generations; and from the Captivity inte 
Babylon to the Christ are fourteen generations.| The artificial 
character of the genealogy is obvious from this verse. The 
arrangement into three will be found to be characteristic of this 
Gospel. The grouping into three fourteens may be due to the 
fact that in the Hebrew name David ="), there are three letters, 
and that the numerical value of these letters is 4+4+4=14. 
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“By this means the genealogy was invested with the character 
of a sort of numerical acrostic on the name David” (G. H. Box, 
Interpreter, Jan. 1906, p. 199). 

The genealogy thus constructed is no mere antiquarian attempt 
to discover genealogical facts. The writer is interested in the 
question whether Jesus was legally descended from David, and 
believes that this was the case. But his interest in this point 
arises from some other than a purely antiquarian motive. The 
clue to this motive is furnished by the insertion of the women. 
Why did the compiler think it necessary to safeguard in this 
manner the fact of the supernatural birth and of Mary’s innocence. 
The reason can hardly be any other than that these things were 
already the ground of anti-Christian polemic on the part of the 
Jews. Celsus, ¢. a.D. 170-180, is already acquainted with the 
Jewish slander that Jesus was born out of wedlock; cf. Orig. 
Contra Celsum, i. 28, 32, 33, 39. And we may be sure that the 
Christian tradition of the supernatural birth which lies behind the 
first and third Gospels evoked Jewish slander as soon as it became 
known to the Jews. For the later Jewish forms of this slander 
cf. Laible, Jesus Christus im Talmud; Herford, Christianity in 
Talmud and Midrash; Krauss, Das Leben Jesu nach Jiidischen 
Quellen. . 

I. 1. Aavel5] So NABCD af. The LXX has Aaveld or Aavuld; 
Josephus Aavldns or AaBlins.—ABpadu] So LXX. Josephus has “ASpayos, 
ABpauns (once), ’ABpadu rarely. 

2. "Icadk] So LXX. Josephus “Ioaxos.—TIaxdé8] So LXX. Josephus 
IdxwBos.—Icadk 6é] Om. 6é here and throughout S!?, 

8. Iovdas] LXX has ’Iovdds or "Iovdd. In 1 Ch 2! ’Iovdd, B; Iovdas, 
Luc.; "Iovdas, Josephus.—Zapa] B Ox Zapé, LXX Zapd, Josephus Zdpacos or 
’"Efedobs.—Papés] So LXX; Josephus Papecos.— Ecpwu)] LXX has ‘Eopdy 
(not B), ‘Ecepdév, ‘Ecpdv, ‘Efpwv, “Apowv. In 1 Ch 2° ‘Apody, B; ‘Ecpuv, 
Ba? bt mg; “Eopwu, A Luc. In 1 Ch 2° ‘Ecepwr, B; ‘Eopav, B®”; ‘Eopwp, 
A Luc.—Apdyu] In 1 Ch 28 LXX B has ’Apdy; in v.! "Appdv, but A Luc. 
"Apdu. 

4. ’AwwaddB, SC a/; ’Avewadd8, B A. In 1 Ch 2! LXX B has 
*"Auewadd8, A Luc. ’Auivadd8, Josephus ’AuwvddaBos.—Naacody] So LXX. 
—ahudv] In 1 Ch 2! Heb. has xnbv, LXX B Luc. Lakudv, A Ladudv. 

5. Boéo] 8 BOxk; Bods, C 33; Boog, EK al; LXX has Bods, Boog. 
In 1 Chr 2'+12 B Bods, A Luc. Boog, Josephus Béafos, Bowgns.— PaxdB] 
LXX ‘Pad. Josephus ‘PadBn, ‘Paxd8n.—' 1wB75] 8 B Ox ; 08745, EK a/; 
LXX has ’28743, "Iw843 (A). In 1 Ch 23 B Luc. 0843, A Tepid, 
Josephus ’Q8757s.— Pot@] So LXX ; Josephus ‘Po’@y.—'Ieccal] So LXX ; 
Josephus *Ieccaios. 

6. Doroudva] LXX has Zatwudyv, Dadoudy, Datwuwd, Lo\oudy (A). In 
1 Ch 35 Zarwudy, Luc. Zadoudv, Josephus Looudv.—Otpelov] B Ox. 

7. ‘PoBodu] So LXX; Josephus ‘PoSdauos.— ABid] LXX ’ABerd, ’ABid ; 
osephus ’ABlas.—’Acdgd] 8 BC D ° Ox. i. 209, 543, 700, k a7, LXX has 
Acd, Josephus “Acavos. 

8. "Iwcapdr] LXX 'Iwoaddr, ’Iwoagd@. In 1 Ch 3!° Iwoagpdr, Josephus 
"Iwoddaros.—Iwpdu] So LXX; Josephus ’Iwpayos.—Ofelav] S* has ‘‘ Ahazia: 
Ahazia begat Joash; Joash begat Amozia.” So Aphr. 



8 THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO S. MATTHEW [I. 9-18. 

9. ’Ofelas] N* B*; LXX has 'Ofed, ’Ofid, "Ofelas, Oflas. In 1 Ch 
3 Ofela, B; Ofids, A Luc.; Josephus ’Oflas.—’ Iwa0du] So LXX ; Josephus 
TwdOapos, “Iwhduns, “Iwvd0ns.—Axag] LXX has “Ayat, “Ayas. In 1 Ch 
38 "Ayas, AB”Axas, Luc. Josephus “Axatos.—’Efexdas] So LXX, Josephus. 

10. ’Auds, N BCD Ox; LXX ’Aprodv, ’Auudv, ’Auds. In 1 Ch 
34 B has ’Apywy, B2> Alt vel fortes "Ads, Luc. “Auwy, Josephus ’Auudr, 
"Apwoos. 

11. "Iwoelas] SBD ™; LXX has ’Iweelas, "Iwotas ; Josephus "Iwolas.— 
Tov *Iexovlavy] We must read here rév "Iwaxelu kal rods ddeXpods avrod. 
"Twaxelu 6¢ éyévynoe tov “lexovlay émt rijs werouxeclas BaBvddvos. So sub- 
stantially M U a/ S* S® with asterisk. 

12. Darabijr] So LXX ; Josephus Zarablnros.—ZopoBdBer] So LXX ; 
ie ZopoBdBnros. 

6. On the text, see the admirable note of Mr. Burkitt, Zvangelion da 
Mepharreshe, ii. 258 ff. The reading of NB a/ is: IaxwB 5& éyévvnoe Tov 
"Iwond Tov dvdpa Maplas é& Fs éyevv7bn Incods 6 Neyduevos Xpiorés. Besides 
this there is a second reading: "laxw8 6é éyévvyce Tov “Iwond @ uvnorevOeioan 
mapbévos Mapa eyévvnce “Incobv roy Neyduevov Xpicrdv. This is the reading 
of the Ferrar group, 346, 556, 826, 828. So S? Jacob begat Joseph, him to 
whom was betrothed Mary the Virgin, she who bare Jesus the Messtah. So, 
too, the old lattabcdgkq. So, too, the text which underlies the Armenian ; 
cf. Robinson, Zuthaliana, p. 82. Besides these two readings, S! has a third : 
‘<Jacob begat Joseph. Joseph, to whom was betrothed Mary the Virgin, 
begat Jesus, called the Messiah.” Burkitt believes this to be a paraphrase of 
the reading of the Ferrar group, and thinks that S? is derived from it. In 
this last point he is no doubt right. S? is, as a whole, dependent on S}, and 
it is therefore probable that S! has the earlier reading here. But it is 
questionable whether S! does not represent a Greek text found nowhere else 
(not in the Dialogue of Timothy and Aquila; see Burkitt, p. 265), namely, 
"Taxwp é eyévynce Tov “Iwand. “Iwond 62 uvncrevdeica Fv Mapiau rapbévos 
eyévynce “Inoodv rév Neybuevov Xpiorév. Burkitt objects that ‘‘the practice 
of the writer is to interpose no words between the name and the verb éyévy7ce, 
so that the clause @ pvnotevbeica map0. M. ought to follow the first mention 
of Joseph, not the second.” But the relative clause is clearly required in 
close connection with éyévvyce in order to qualify it, meaning ‘‘ begat,” but 
‘from a virgin,” z.e. not ‘‘literally,” but ‘‘legally.” It seems probable, 
therefore, that the text underlying S! is the nearest approach now extant to 
the original Greek, and it must remain possible that even here the relative 
clause is an insertion. This earliest Greek form was gradually altered from 
a desire to avoid words which, though in the intention of the writer they 
expressed legal parentage, not paternity, in fact, might be misunderstood by 
thoughtless readers. The first step was perhaps the insertion of the relative 
clause. The second, the insertion as in S? of a second relative, ‘‘ she who,” 
as a subject to éyévyyjce. The third, the substitution of rév dvépa Mapilas for 
@ prnotev0etoa M. mapbévos by assimilation to v.!% 6 dvip airijs, avnp being 
used as there in the sense of ‘‘ betrothed husband,” and the substitution of 
the passive for the active in the following clause. 

I. 18-25. Ais Supernatural Birth. 

P I. 18-25. And the birth of the Christ was tn this manner: Hts 
mother Mary being betrothed to Joseph, before that they came 
together, she was found with child of the Holy Spirit.|  yéveors 
here means birth, begetting, as in Gn 3138, Ru 2!!, Lk 114; cf. also 
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Hdt. 104 66°. Since yéveous has been used in 1! in a different sense, 
and since yévvyous is the common term for birth, we should expect 
the latter here.—pryorevoGeions] Betrothal according to Jewish 
marriage law constituted a legal relationship which could only be 
dissolved by legal means. See Merx, Die vier Evangelien, ii. 1, 9 ff. 
The narrative in this respect rests on an accurate knowledge of 
Jewish civil law. —mvevparos dyiov] For the omission of the 
article, cf. Blass, p. 149.—7ptv 4] cf. Blass, p. 229. 

19. And Joseph her husband, being a righteous man, and ( yeh 
not wishing to disgrace her, was minded to put her away secretly 
—6 avip otras] “According to Jewish law, a betrothed woman 
was already the wife of her betrothed husband ; cf. Merx, of. cit. 
p. 10.—dékatos] ze. God-fearing, and a keeper of the law. Mary’s 
condition seemed to make the fulfilment of their contract of 
marriage impossible for a religious man.—py OédAwv Sevypaticar] 
On the other hand, he did not wish to expose her to shame. 
Sevrypatica occurs besides only Col 215, Asc. fs. in Am. Pap. 
1. I. Vill. 21. Sevypatiojds occurs on the Rosetta Stone.—Aa6pa 
arodicoat| Appeal to the courts for a divorce would expose Mary 
to public ignominy, and make her liable to severe penalties. 
Refusal to carry out the contract of marriage would leave her and 

‘her child in disgrace in the house of her parents. The latter 
seemed the more merciful course, and Joseph determined, there- 
fore, to repudiate her by private arrangement. 

20. And whilst he purposed this, behold, an angel of the Lord P 
appeared to him in a dream, saying, Joseph, son of David, fear 
not to take Mary thy wife: jor that which ts begotten in her ts of 
the Holy Spirit.) idov] Exclusive of quotations, ido% occurs 
30 times in Mt., 29 in Lk., 7 in Mk.; xai idov, 28 in Mt., 26 in 
Lk., o in i a évap | 6 times in Mt., not elsewhere in NT; 
ef. Ditt. Sy//. 780. 5, 781. 4, 782. 4.—7apadaPeiv] According to 
Jewish law, marriage begun in the betrothal, was completed in the 
“taking” of the bride to the house of her husband; cf. Merx, of. 
Chee Pel I. 

21. And she shall bear a son, and thou shalt call His name P 
Jesus: for He shall save His people from their sins.| "Incods is the 
Greek form of yrwin’ or yw, “ Jehovah is salvation”; cf. Philo, 

De Mut. Nom. i. 597: “Incoits 8é owrnpia Kupiou, eews dvopa THS 
aplorys. aires yap oOoe TOV Aaov avTov ard TOV dpapriov airy] 
cf. Ps 1298 kai airos AuTpadcerat TOV ‘Topard ek TAagaVv TOV avomLov 
avtod. For réerau 8 viov Kai Kadeoes TO dvoua avrod, cf. Gn 179 
Teceral aout viov Kal KONECELS TO dvoj.a avrov. 

22. And all this has come to pass, in order that tt might be fulfilled O 
which was spoken by the Lord through the prophet, saying. | un 
formula iva (ows) aAnpwhh 7d bndev recurs 215-23 4lé 17 y217 1335 
214, cf. 265%, tore exAnpwOn 70 pybev occurs 217 ae The quota- 
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tions thus introduced are for the most part free renderings of 
the Hebrew. They are sometimes composite in character. The 
formula occurs in Jewish writings. Cf. Bacher, Exeget. Terminol. 
der Jiid. Traditionsliteratur, i. 171. ‘yéyove here and 214 2656 
is used from the writer’s standpoint. Contrast Jn 19°, 

oO 23. Behold, the virgin shall conceive, and bear a son, and 
they shall call His name Immanuel, which is being interpreted, 
With us is God.| The quotation comes from Is 714, and is 
given according to the rendering of the LXX, with the exception 
that xadéoes of the LXX (ca x, -cere Q*), which would not suit 
this context, is altered into xadécovow. For éa (LXX AQ), 
Anperau is read by LXX B. There are signs that the view that 
Isaiah was using current mythological terms, and intended his 

myn to carry with it the sense of supernatural birth, is rightly 
regaining ground. Cf. Jeremias, Badylonisches im Neuen Testa- 
ment, p. 47; and Gressmann, Der Ursprung der Israelitisch- 
judischen Eschatologte, p. 270 ff. In any case, the LXX translators 
already interpreted the passage in this sense, and the fact that the 
later Greek translators substituted vedys for zapOévos, and that 
there are no traces of the supernatural birth of the Messiah in the 
later Jewish literature, is due to anti-Christian polemic. Cf. Just. 
Mart. 7rypho, xliii., xvii. It is probable that the editor is here, 
as elsewhere, adapting words of the O.T. to a tradition which he 
had before him. 

P 24, 25. And Joseph being raised from sleep did as the angel of 
the Lord commanded him, and took his wife: and knew her not 
until she bore a son: and he called His name Jesus.| 

For the redundant and Semitic use of éyepfe’s see Dalman, 
Words of Jesus, 23, 36. The imperfect éyivwoxer is against the 
tradition of perpetual virginity. 

18. Xpisrot] SoabcdS!S?; Irenzus, 11. xi. 8, xvi. 2; Tert. de Carne 
Christz, xxii. This Western reading is probably right. Nowhere in the N.T. 
is the article used before Inc. Xp. B has Xpicrod Incod, an assimilation to 
the later usage of S. Paul. NC a/ Ox have rod 6¢’Inood Xp. The variation 
in the position of Iyco is against its originality. 

yéveots] So SBCalOx. vyéveois here means begetting (see above), 
whilst in 11 it has another meaning. The early translators differ in their 
treatment of the word. The latins render by gezera¢zo in both verses. The 
Syriac S! S? render in v.! by ‘‘ generation,” in this verse rightly by ‘‘birth.” 
But yévvynots was more common in the latter sense, and is therefore substituted 
ee K Lal.—pynorevoelons] Addyap EK Laz, Omit, 8 BC* Z Ox, 
latt S?S?. 

19. 6 dvip atris] Om. S*z—éevyparicar] So N? BZ Ox; Eus. Quest. i. 3. 
The word is very rare. It occurs in Col 2 and in Asc. Zs. in Am. Pap. 
I. i, viii. 21. Here it presumably means to expose to open and notorious 
disgrace. devyuaticuds on the Rosetta Stone means ‘“‘inspection.” Cf. 
Herwerden, Lex. Grec. Suppl. p. 190. ®* CEKL a/ substitute the more 
common zapadevypatica, which occurs in the LXX 5 times, Nu 254, Es 4!”, 
Jer 13”, Ezk 2817, Dn 2°; Ps-So/ 2'4, in Polyb. and Plut. 

1 See Briggs, ‘‘ Criticism and the Dogma of the Virgin-Birth,” in Worth 
Amer. Rev., June 1906. j 
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20. riyv yuvatkdé cov] Shas ‘‘ thy betrothed.” Cf. the omission of 4 évip 
atrijs, v.. 

21. Aadv ai’roi] S* has ‘‘ the world.”—xadécets] S$? “shall be called.” 
22. ddov] Om. S'S? 
24. rhv yuvaixa aitod] S* substitutes ‘‘ Mary.” 
25. ovk éylywoxev ari] S* has ‘ purely was dwelling with her.” S'k 

omit otk éylywoxev abrhy ws o}.—vidvy] SoNBZS!S%k. rév vldv abrfjs rov 
mpwrdrokor is substituted by C D a/ by assimilation to Lk 27. —éxdAecev] S?has 
‘*she called.” On the Syriac VSS in these verses, see Burkitt, of. cz¢. p. 261 ff. 

W1. Lncidents of His Childhood. 

1. Now when Jesus was born in Bethlehem of Judaa in the P 
days of Herod the king, behold, Magi from the east came to 
Jerusalem, saying. |—rijs “lovdalas] “Tovdaia in this Gospel always 
signifies the southern division of Palestine. It is here specified to 
emphasise the fact that Jesus as the Messiah was born in the 
territory of the tribe of Judah; cf. Zest. Judah 24; He 71*; 
Rey 5°.—eév jpepais] For the omission of the article, cf. Blass, 
p. 151.—idov] See on 1%, For the construction Tod dé “Incot 
enuqpevTas ieee aettoou, wel BY 28218) 18-82) iot6 7?) 267) 251 
payo.} For the presence of Magi in the west, cf. Pliny, /Vaz. 
Hitst. xxx. 16: “Magus ad eum (ze. Nero) Tiridates advenerat 

. magos secum adduxerat.” The same account is told by 
Dio Cassius, lxiili. 1-7 ; Suetonius, Viz, Vero, xiii. That Messianic 
hopes were widespread at this period seems clear; cf. Virgil, 
Eclogue iv. Messianic language is used of Augustus in the 
inscriptions from Priene and Halicarnassus. He is cwrjpa tov 
Kowov Tav avOpwrwv yévovs. Since his birth eipyvevovor pev yap 
yi kat Gadatra. If the hope of finding the world’s Saviour drew 
Tiridates and his Magi to Naples, it is quite probable that other 
Magi may have come to the metropolis of Palestine on a like 
errand. They came probably from Babylon. Astrologers there 
had at a very early period busied themselves with astrological 
observations which portended good or evil for the ‘‘ Westland,” 
f.e. Canaan. Cf. Jeremias, of. cit. 5of.; von Oefele, Die Angaben 
der Berliner Planatentafel, P. 8279, p. 9; Campbell Thompson, 
Magicians and Astrologers of Nineveh and Babylon, vol. ii. No. 
234: ‘‘ When a star stands at its (Virgo) left horn, there will be an 
eclipse of the ring of Aharrfi” (= Phceenicia and Palestine). 
222: ‘When Leo is dark, the traffic of Aharrfi will be hindered.” 
211: “*When Venus appears in Virgo, the crops of Aharrfi will 
prosper.” 192: ‘When Jupiter enters the midst of the moon, 
there will be want in Aharrfi.” 167: “When Saturn the star of 
Aharrii grows dim, it is evil for Aharrfi; there will be a hostile 
attack on Aharrfi.” Now that the whole world was expecting the 
Saviour King (cf. Bousset, Re/. Jud. p. 212), the attention of these 
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heaven-searchers directed itself towards portents of the coming 
peacemaker. 

mapayiverOar occurs only here and in 3}!:}8 in Mt.; in Mk. 
once, 14%, “IepoodAvpa occurs 10 times in Mt. as a neuter plural ; 
once, 2°, as a feminine singular. It is used by Mark to times, 
by Luke 4, by John 12, frequently in the Acts, and by S. Paul 3 
times in Galatians. Mt. once (2397) has “Iepovcadjp. This form 
is common in Lk., Acts, S. Paul, and occurs in He 12”, 
Rev 3!2 217-10, Jt is the form used in the LXX, except in 2, 3, 4 
Mac. and Tobit. 

P 2. Whereis He who has been born King of the Jews? for we 
saw His star at (its) rising, and are come to worship Him.| The 
widespread expectation of the birth of a great monarch in the 
west led the Magi to connect some particular star, or conjunction 
of heavenly bodies, with His birth. Just so on the birth-night of 
Alexander, Magi prophesied from a brilliant constellation that the 
destroyer of Asia was born. Cf. Cicero, De Divinatione, i. 47. 
—aitod tov adorépa] On the position of the pronoun, cf. Blass, 
p- 168. dorépa, ze. the star with which their astronomical 
calculations had led them to connect the birth of the expected 
monarch. éy rH dvatoAy might mean “in the east,” cf. Nu 3°° B, 
Jos 187 B, Jer 314°, Rev 218; but it is unlikely that the Magi should 
say “in the east” instead of “in our native country”; and it is 
improbable that the editor should use plural and singular in two 
successive verses in the same sense. It is difficult not to suppose 
that dvaro\7 here is a technical astronomical expression denoting 
the beginning of the particular phenomenon expressed here by 
aotyp. We should certainly expect atrod; and it is probable that 
the editor has omitted “his” from his source, or that avrod 
dropped out at an early stage in the transmission of the text of 
the Gospel, because avaroA7y was misunderstood and interpreted 
as = “ east.” —pooxvvjoa] The word is a favourite one in this 
Gospel. Mt. 13 times, Mk. 2, Lk. 3. Mt. alone uses the dative 
with reference to Christ. The one exception is Mk 15!9 of mock 
homage. See Abbott, Johannine Vocabulary, 1644. 

P 8. And Herod the king having heard it, was troubled, and all 
Jerusalem with him.|—raoa “lepooddvpa] see on v.'. For the 
feminine, cf. To 144. 

P 4. And gathering together all the chief priests and scribes of the 
people, he tried to learn from them where the Messiah is being born.| 
auvOavecOa only here in this Gospel. 

P 5, 6. And they said, In Bethlehem of Judea: for so it is written 
through the prophet, And thou Bethlehem, land of Judah, art in no 
wise least amongst the rulers of Judah: for from thee shall come 
forth a ruler, who shall shepherd My people Israel.| 

ms “lovéaias] cf. on v.14. For the official expectation of the 
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Messiah from Bethlehem, cf. Jn 7*!", and the Targ. on Mic 5}. 
Also Jer. Berach. v. a, quoted by Lightfoot on Mt 2!. The 
quotation comes from Mic 51-8, with an assimilation of the last 
clause to 2 S 5% The LXX text is not followed here, though 
it seems to have been in the mind of the editor; for doris ropavet 
rov adv pov Tov Iopayd, which reminds us of 2 S 52 0% zoipavets 
tov Nadv pov Tov "IapanA, seems to have been suggested by “IopayA 
and owavec of Mic 5!:3 LXX. The rest of the quotation 
appears to be an independent rendering of the Hebrew text. kat 
ov ByOAcéu corresponds to ond-m’2 ANN). yi “Iov8a is substituted 
for MNDN by assimilation to vv.'5 otdapds éAaxtory ef (LXX: 
odtyooTos el tov elvat) seems to represent a Hebrew original xb 

sys nn (M.T. nnd wyy). ev rots pyepdow "Iovda (LXX : év xuAudow 

*Iovda) corresponds to A710) vpbwa, ‘poy being read as ‘yds; cf. 

Gn 364, Ex 1515, éx cov:=70D. ydp is inserted as a necessary 
connecting link. éfeXevoerau=N¥’. So LXX. °% is omitted. 
doris moavel Tov Aaov pov Tov ‘IopayA represents Senn Seiwa, the 
Greek words being assimilated to 2 S 5% -yéypamwrac means “it 
stands written,” the inspired text runs. It corresponds to 2\n3 
or 3°n> of the Jewish literature. Cf. Bacher, il. go. 

%. Then Herod having secretly called the Magt, made accurate P 
inquiry of them as to the time of the appearing star.| ‘tote is a 
favourite word in this Gospel. Mt. go times, Mk. 6, Lk. 15. 
TOV Xpovoy Tod paivopévov dorepos, 7.¢. the period since the star first 
appeared to them at (its) rising. 

8. And having sent them to Bethlehem, said, Go, accurately P 
inguire concerning the child. And when you find, report to me, that 
I may come and worship Him. | 

9. And they, having heard the king, went; and, lo, the star, P 
which they saw at (its) rising, went before them, until it came and 
stood still above (the place) where the child was.|—xai idov| see 
on 120, 

10. And when they saw the star, they rejoiced exceedingly with P 
great joy.|—oddpa] Mt. 7 times, Mk. 1, Lk. 1. 

ll. And when they had come into the house, they saw the child P 
with Mary His mother, and having fallen down, they worshipped 
Him: and having opened their treasures, they brought to Him gifts ; 
gold, and frankincense, and myrrh.| For gold and frankincense 
as costly offerings, cf. Is 60° 7fovcw dépovtes xpvoiov xa 
NiBavov oicovow, Ps 721-11-15, For frankincense and myrrh, cf. 
€ay3% 

12. And having been divinely warned in a dream not to return P 
to Herod, they departed to their own country by another way.|— 
xpnparicbévtes] The verb in the passive means to be instructed, 
admonished; cf. Lk 276, He 85; Faydm Towns (Grenfell and 
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Hunt), 137. 2; Ditt. Sy//. 738. 8, 807. 1, 7, 11, 15.—xa7’ dvap] 
cf. on 120.—8’ dAAys 6300] ‘The same feature occurs in the story 
of Tiridates’ visit to Nero, Dio Cassius, lxiii. 7. dvaxwpety occurs 
in Mt. 10 times, Mk. 1, Lk. o. 

The main outline of the story of the Magi is in many respects 
noteworthy for its historical probability. The expectation of a 
world’s Redeemer, or in Palestine of a Jewish Messiah ; the interest 
of Eastern Magi in these questions ; their presence in the west to 
do homage to the supposed Saviour; the inference from Mic 5! 
that Bethlehem was to be His birthplace: all this violates no canon 
of historical probability. The only detail that has a legendary 
atmosphere about it is the statement that the star moved before 
the Magi as they went to Bethlehem, until it stayed over the house 
where the child lay. This may be due to the Jewish narrator 
poetically accounting for the fact that the Magi were successful 
in their search for the child. It is extremely unlikely that he in- 
tended it to be taken as a bald statement of fact, literally describing 
how the star in some strange manner enabled the searchers without 
other aid to identify the particular house in Bethlehem in which 
the holy family were dwelling. In view of the editor’s interest in 
the fulfilment of prophecy, it is very strange that he does not 
cite Nu 24!” for the star, or Is 608, Ps 7210-11-15, for the bringing 
of gifts. But it is difficult to think that the two last passages 
were not in his mind, and that they may account for the speci- 
fication of two of the gifts as gold and frankincense. On the 
other hand, such gifts would be natural enough as the offerings 
of Magi who came to search for a world’s Redeemer. The 
modern theory, that the story is a literary fiction, based only upon 
legendary motives and folklore analogies, violates every proba- 
bility. In view of the matter of fact character of the editor of 
this Gospel, it is almost certain that he believed that he was 
transmitting matters of actual fact. And it is in every respect 
probable that he was not altogether mistaken. If we suppose 
that astrologers in Babylon were acquainted with current expecta- 
tion of the birth of a universal King, that they inferred from some 
unique astral phenomenon that He had been born in the west, ze. 
in Palestine; that some of them came to Jerusalem in search of 
Him ; that their errand came to the ears of Herod, and that the 
Jewish authorities suggested Bethlehem as the right place in which 
to expect the birth of the Messiah; that the Magi went there and 
found the newborn babe, whether by popular rumour that Mary, 
wife of Joseph ben David, had given birth to a child under 
strange circumstances, or by inference from the position of the 
heavenly bodies ; that they did homage to the child, and, thinking 
it best not to trust Herod, left secretly on their journey home- 
wards: we need not press every detail of the narrative. De 
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scriptive detail may in some small measure have crept into it from 
the Old Testament or from analogous literary or folklore stories, 
just as they have certainly been used to embellish the story in its 
later history in the Church (cf. Zahn, ¢” /oc.). But these, if they 
exist at all in Mt.’s account, are mere literary embellishments of 
a story which in outline is intrinsically probable in view of the 
atmosphere of thought of the period described. 

1. "Iovéatas] ff! g?S? have Judah. S? is ambiguous. The translator 

renders “Iovdas and Iovdala alike by }o001 in the early part of Mt. In 

19! he began to render "Iovdala by }OOLa, and continues this throughout 

the Gospels, retaining }2001, for Iovdas. So Lk 3%. S* has 9001s for 

‘Toviala, and |2OO1s for ‘Iovéas. 
5. “Iovdatas] ff! g!k* S* have Judah. 
6. yi] Om. S! S?.—lovéa] Dacfg'q have rs Iovdalas. 

18. And when they had departed, behold, an angel of the Lord 
appeareth in a dream to Joseph, saying, Artse, take the child and 
His mother, and flee into Egypt, and be there until I tell thee. For 
Herod is about to seek the child to destroy Him.| 

dvaxywpnodvtwv 6¢ aitév—idov] For the construction, see on 
v.. On idov and xaz7’ ovap, see note on 17, For the redundant 
éyepOeis, see on 1°4,—péAAe.—Lyreiv] For the pres. inf., see Blass, 
p. 197.—Tod dmokéoa] For the construction, cf. Blass, p. 235. 
It occurs 6 times in Mt., never in Mk. The aorist signifies a single 
definite action. So in 3!%. Contrast 13%. 

14. And he arose, and took the child and Hts mother by night, 
and departed into Egypt.| 

15. And was there until the death of Herod: that it might be 
fulfilled which was spoken by the Lord through the prophet, saying, 
Out of Egypt I called My Son.| WHerod died shortly before 
Passover B.c. 4. See Schiirer, i. 464 ff—tva wAnpw6y] On the 
formula, see on 172 The quotation is from Hos 111, The 
LXX rendering here is é€ Atyvrrov perexddeoa ta Téxva avroi, 
which is not suitable for the editor’s purpose. He therefore 
makes an independent translation of the Hebrew, or more prob- 
ably cites from a current Greek translation. Cf. Introduction, 

. xii. 
i 16. Then Herod, seeing that he was mocked by the Magi, was 
very wroth, and sent, and slew all the male children in Bethlehem, 
and in all its borders, from two years old and under, according to 
the period which he inquired from the Magi.\—dém6 8uerots| If the 
star or constellation when first seen “at (its) rising” signified 
the conception of the child, it would have been sufficient to kill 
children in their first year. But Herod may have thought it best 
to reckon on the possibility that the phenomenon denoted the 

1s 

PO 

rE 
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actual birth, in which case the child would now be in His second 
year. See Von Oefele, p. 14. 

PO 17,18. Zhen was Sulfilled that which was spoken through Jeremiah 
the prophet, saying, A voice was heard in Rama, weeping, and much 
lamentation, Rachel weeping for her children, and would not be 
comforted, because they are not.| 

Tote étynpwOy| For the formula, see on 12%. The quotation 
comes from Jer 31 (LXX 38) 15 It appears to be a citation 
from memory of the LXX text: dwvy ev ‘Papa jxovobn = LXX. 
kAavOpos Kai dduppos 7roAvs represents the LXX Opyvov cai xAavdpod 
kal ddvpnov. “Paxyyd KAaiovea paraphrases the LXX ‘PayiA azro- 
kAatomevn (-ns, 8 AQ). 7a réxva airs inserts from the Heb. a 
clause which the LXX omitted, but A Q have él TOV viv a’TiHSs. 
-—kal ov nOerev TapaxdAnOjvac] So LXX. kat (x A Q) odk 7OcArey 
mapakAnOnvac (B2>™E A, but B zavcacGa). Here ‘for her 
children” of M.T. and LXX B is omitted, with LXX A Q.—én 
ovk eiciv] So LXX. 

P 19. And when Herod was dead, behold, an angel of the Lord 
appeareth in a dream to Joseph in Egypt, saying.) For the con- 
struction see on 2!.—xar’ dvap] see on 1”, 

P 20. Arise, take the child and His mother, and go into the land 
of Israel: for “they are dead who seek the life” of the child.| For 
the redundant eyepOeis, see on 174. teOvnxacww yap ot Lyrodvtes Tv 
Wuxnv is a reminiscence of Ex 41%, Throughout this section the 
editor seems to have had the story of Moses in mind, and to have 
borrowed phrases from it. Cf. v.18 wéAXec—Lyretv—rtod azodéecat, 
and 15 aveiAe, with Ex 25 efjre davedciv; v.14 avexdpnoev, with 
Ex 2) avexwpyoe. 

P 21. And he arose, and took the child and His mother, and came 
into the land of Israel. ] 

Pp 22. And having heard that Archelaus is reigning over Judea 
in the place of Herod his father, he feared to go there. But being 
divinely instructed in a dream, he departed into the regions of Galilee. | 
For xpynparticeis, see on v. 12. for kat dvap, on 19, 

PO 23. And came and settled in a city called Nazara: that it 
might be fulfilled which was spoken through the prophets, that He 
shall be called a Nazarene.| This verse contains a still unexplained 
difficulty. It is clear that Jesus was popularly known as 6 Nalwpaios, 
Mt 2% 2671, Lk 1887, Jn 1857 19%, Acts 7 times or © Nalapnvos, 
Mk 4 times, Lk twice ; and it seems obvious to suppose that these 
adjectives are equivalent to 6 dé Nalapé6, Mt 211}, Jn 149-48, Ac 
10%8, The town is written Nalapa, Nalapé6, or Nagaper, represent- 
ing 7782, NIy) (cf. Dalm. Gram. p. 152). Na{wpatos presupposes 

a form yy) from miyy=ny) (Dalm. Gram. p. 178). Others, 
however, would connect the two adjectives with Nesar in Genne- 
sareth ; cf. Wellhausen on Mt 26%; and it must remain doubtful 
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whether Nafwpatos at least had any original connection with 
Nagapa. But in any case the editor clearly wished to find such a 
connection. Jesus was 6 Nafwpatos because He had dwelt at 
Nazara. And this name of Nazorean had been foreshadowed 
by the prophets. The use of the plural tév tpo¢yrav suggests 
that the editor had no single passage in mind. But it is not easy 
to find any references in the Old Testament which could furnish 
a basis for the application of 6 Nawpatos to the Messiah. The 
attempt to connect the word with the Heb. 1%3=a Nazirite, has 
little in its favour. More plausible is the supposition that the 
writer is playing on the Hebrew words 1¥3 and ny. In Is 11! 
the ¥y)3=branch, from the roots of Jesse, is interpreted as the 
Messiah in the Targum. In Jer 235 33! a branch =npy, is to be 
raised up to David. The editor may have seen in the prophecies 
of a 18) and ny a sort of foreshadowing of the fact that Jesus was 
popularly known as the Nazorean or man of Nazara. The or 
introduces the aU which summarises the content of the pro- 
phecies. Cf. 4®, where ore introduces a direct quotation, and 2654 
where it introduces another summary of the contents of Scripture. 
Nafwpatos xAnOyoerac summarises the prophecies referred to. 
Is 11! had called the Messiah (so Targ.) 1y2=branch; Jer 23° 
3315 had called Him noy=branch, and Is 4? had spoken of Him 
also as my (Targ. has Messiah). His parents settled at Nazara ; 
and He was popularly known as the Nazorean, that these pro- 
phecies might be fulfilled. Zahn, who thinks this explanation too 
artificial, points out three peculiarities of the introductory formula! 
—(a) drs instead of tva; (4) tév zpopytéy instead of the singular; 
(c) the absence of Aeyévtwv. He thinks that the Evangelist saw in 
the settlement at Nazara, and in the fact that Christ’s early 
years were spent in this obscure village of ill fame, a fulfilment of 
the general tenor of Old Testament prophecy, that the Messiah 
should be rejected by His own people. rv is therefore equivalent 
not to “that,” and does not introduce the contents of the pro- 
phecies referred to, but = “‘ because,” and introduces an epexegetical 
remark of the Evangelist. Christ lived at Nazara, and so fulfilled 
the prophecies that He should be despised and rejected of men, 
because He was to be known as the Nazorean. But it is very 
questionable whether 6r1.—xAnOyjcera can be so translated. Zahn 
himself remarks that we should expect €eAAe—xKAyOjva. If the 
play on the words 1¥3 = branch, and Ay) = Nazara, be thought too 
artificial for the Evangelist, his statement that the prophets had 
foretold that Christ should be called a Nazorean must remain 
unexplained. We might, of course, conjecture that 6r»—KAnOnoerae 
is a copyist’s gloss. In that case the clause will end with zpo¢yrav ; 
cf. 2655, and the reference in ozws tAypwhj—7pog¢ytav may be to 

1 As compared with the formulas in 1% 2, Elsewhere éaws occurs 87 13 

2 
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the settlement in Galilee as contrasted with Judea. In this case 
the editor probably had in mind the passage of Isaiah which he 
reserves for insertion at 41416. Or the reference in the mind of 
the compiler may be to the whole of vv.!%?. Jesus came up 
from Egypt when Herod was dead, and settled in Galilee in order 
that He might begin there His Messianic work. The return from 
a strange country when a persecutor was dead had been fore- 
shadowed in the history of Moses (Ex 4!%); the settlement in 
Galilee had been foretold by Isaiah. 

18. dvaxwpnodvrwy 6¢ atrav] S! S* have ‘‘and after them.” B adds 
els Thy xXWpav at’rdv from v.!.—d¢alverat] NCDal. Bhas é¢dvn as in 1™. 

15. zpopyrod] S? prefixes ‘‘ Isaiah.” 
18. kAav@ubs] C Dal S! S? prefix @pivos xal to assimilate to O.T. 

Just as in ch. 1 there is an undercurrent of apology against 
Jewish polemic, so too in this chapter. The fact which underlies 
it is the sojourn of Jesus in Egypt. Celsus is already acquainted 
with Jewish tradition that Christ worked as a labourer in Egypt, 
learned magical arts there, and made use of them when He 
returned to Palestine in order to support His claim to divinity 
(Contra Celsum, i. 28, 38). For the later forms of this tradition, 
see Krauss, p. 256, who emphasises the fact that the ‘Talmudic 
tradition is not dependent on the first Gospel ; Laible, pp. 44-48 ; 
Zahn, p. 104, Anm. 4. To rebut such misrepresentations of the 
influence of His sojourn in Egypt on the character of Jesus, the 
editor states the simple facts. Jesus had, indeed, gone down into 
Egypt, but as an infant, to escape from the wrath of a king. In 
all the circumstances of the visit to Egypt there had been un- 
mistakable evidence of divine guidance. Just as of old the 
Israelite nation, Jehovah’s firstborn (Ex 47"), had been called out of 
Egypt to be the chosen people; so Jesus the Son of God by super- 
natural conception was called out of Egypt to save His people. 
Just as Moses fled from Egypt to escape the wrath of Pharaoh, 
and returned there when his persecutor was dead (Ex 41°), to be the 
deliverer of his people ; so Jesus was taken into Egypt to escape the 
wrath of Herod, and returned to Palestine when Herod was dead, to 
deliver His people from their sins. See the admirable commentary 
of Zahn; and cf. G. H. Box, Juterpreter, January 1906, p. 201. 

The Origin and Date of the Narratives in Chs. I. I. 

1. The opinion of Usener (Zucycl. Bib. iii. 3350), that in the 
narrative of the supernatural birth ‘‘ we unquestionably enter the 
circle of pagan ideas,” and that “the idea is quite foreign to Juda- 
ism,” is to be decisively rejected if it be intended to carry with it the 
inference that this idea had not already been used in the interests 
of Jewish Messianic speculation before the Christian era. It is 
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probably to be found in Is 7!4 and Mic 53, and certainly in the 
Alexandrian Jewish interpretation of Is 7!4 as represented in the 
LXX. Cf. also Enoch 625 ‘Son of the Woman,” all MSS. except 
G; 6929 “Son of the Woman,” G, and Rev 12!-5. See Gunkel, pp. 
68-69 ; Jeremias, pp. 47-49; and for Is 7, Gressmann, pp. 270 ff. 

2. The accumulation of heathen parallels is therefore only valu- 
able as proving that the conception of the supernatural origin of the 
world’s Saviour was very widespread. It is found in Assyria and in 
Egypt, in Parseism and in Buddhism, and had been used with refer- 
ence to the birth of heroes in the Greek and Roman mythologies. 

3. The stories of the supernatural birth might therefore very 
well have originated in Palestine? in the first half of the first century 
A.D. ; the idea of the authors being to explain the divine nature of 
the Messiah in terms of physical Sonship without any conscious 
borrowing from non-Jewish sources of speculation, The universal 
belief in the supernatural birth of gods and heroes, as represented 
in Judaism by, e.g., Is 714 LXX, would have been quite sufficient to 
supply the central idea, without any recourse to non-Jewish forms 
of this speculation. 

4. But, on the other hand, the fact that the conception of 
supernatural birth was widespread in the ancient world, and had 
already been used in pre-Christian speculation on the person of 
the Messiah, is not in itself an argument against the historical 
accuracy of the tradition that the Messiah was born in a super- 
natural manner. If that were so, we should be reduced to the 
unphilosophic position that the Jewish anticipation of a Messiah 
could never be fulfilled in any of its developments, because the 
supposed realisation of these anticipations would always be regarded 
with suspicion on the ground that anticipation and fulfilment were 
too closely in agreement. On these lines the only possible Messiah 
would be one who contradicted in every respect the ideas which 
previous generations had formed of Him. 

The truth, no doubt, is that the idea of supernatural birth was 
one of the many grooves in the mould in which the conception of 
the Messianic King had been shaped, and that the fulfilment did 
not prove the anticipation to have been altogether false. 

5. Assuming, then, that the tradition of the supernatural birth 
might have arisen on Palestinian soil in the first century A.D., is 
it possible to define more closely the period of their publication ? 

6. In favour of as early a date as possible, is the fact that the 
agreement of Mt 1 and Lk 1 as to the central fact of super- 
natural birth presupposes the existence of the tradition for some 
years prior to the publication of these Gospels. It is here assumed 

1Cf. Harnack, ‘‘die Legende von der Jungfrauen-geburt, die Matthadus 
zuerst fiir uns bezeugt, auf judenchristlichem, naher jerusalemischem Boden 
entstanden ist,” Lzwkas der Arzt, 118, Anm. I. 
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that Lk 134-85 form an integral part of Lk.’s narrative. See Gunkel, 
p. 67; Interpreter, February 1905, pp. 116 ff. 

7. The silence of S. Paul seems adverse to an early date.} 
Whether this Apostle was or was not acquainted with the tradition, 
it is clear that he did not make any extended use of it as a basis 
of Christological doctrine in his extant letters. 

But, on the other hand, it is in every way probable that even 
if the Apostle had received this tradition, he would not have em- 
ployed it as an argument for Christianity in his preaching to the 
Gentiles. To him the resurrection of Christ was the conclusive 
proof of His divinity (cf. Ro 12). The supernatural birth neither 
enhanced nor diminished that proof. And, on the other hand, 
there was every reason for keeping in the background a tradition 
which in the early stages of Church development would probably 
have proved a great stumbling-block to the progress of Christianity, 
and a continual source of wounded feeling for the reverence of 
Christians for the Person of their Master. On the one hand, the 
proclamation of the supernatural birth amongst the pagan peoples 
of Asia Minor and Greece and Italy would no doubt have seemed 
to lower Christianity in this respect to the level of the heathen 
mythologies. Nothing could be more disastrous, and S. Paul 
was no doubt far-sighted enough to see it, than quite unnecessarily 
to give pagan hearers facts which would encourage many of them 
to think of Christ as they thought of the deities and heroes of 
their mythologies. When the risen Christ had been revealed in 
them as in S. Paul, the tradition of His supernatural birth would 
come to them safeguarded by their belief in Him as the only- 
begotten Son of God. The silence of S. Paul is analogous to 
the silence of the author of the Fourth Gospel. This writer almost 
undeniably wrote at a period when the tradition of the super- 
natural birth was current. Yet he does not put it forward asa 
main argument for Christianity. On the other hand, he certainly 
does not wish to deny its historical character nor to depreciate its 
value. But he seems to assume it as a part of the Christian faith 
just as he does the tradition of the Ascension, and to use it as 
an analogy of the spiritual birth of the Christian believer, 1. 
See Jnterpreter, Oct. 1905, pp. 51 ff. 

And again, if the proclamation of the supernatural birth would 
have lowered Christian doctrine in the eyes of the pagan world, so 
it would have led to debate which would have been distasteful and 
painful to Christian reverence. At a very early period Jewish cari- 
catures of the story of the supernatural birth were current. They 
may already underlie Mk 6°, and more probably are reflected in Mt 
118-25, And wherever Christianity spread, Jewish misrepresentation 
followed it. If the proclamation of the supernatural birth would 

1Cf., however, Gal 4*, 1 Ti 2)5. 



E. II.] BIRTH AND INFANCY OF THE MESSIAH 21 

have encouraged on the one hand semi-pagan conception of the 
Messiah, so on the other it would have provoked Jewish slander 
of a most offensive kind. The silence of S. Paul may well be 
due partly to his common sense, which enabled him to see that 
there are wise ways and unwise ways of presenting the facts of 
Christianity to the world (pearls were not to be cast before swine), 
and partly to that highly developed Christian reverence and modesty 
which also marks the narratives of the Gospels. 

The alleged silence of S. Paul seems, therefore, to be no 
sufficient argument against the existence of the tradition of the 
supernatural birth in Palestine during his lifetime. 

8. In favour of the early date of the narrative as it now stands 
in the Gospel, is the prosaic matter of fact style, and the absence 
of ornamental detail. There is nothing in the narrative itself 
which forbids our supposing that it formed one of a series of tradi- 
tions preserved in the Christian Church in Palestine in the middle 
of the first century a.D., and there is nothing in the narrative, 
except a supposed impossibility of the central fact recorded, which 
prevents our supposing that this particular tradition originated with 
the family concerned in it. 

g. As regards the incidents of ch. 2, the Palestinian atmosphere 
of literary style and religious belief is very strongly marked. See Box.? 

The narratives certainly received their present form at the 
hands of Jewish Christians. If we allow for a certain element of 
poetic looseness, and do not examine every phrase by a ngid 
standard of photographic accuracy which is. quite foreign to Ori- 
ental standards of historical narrative, there is nothing to prevent 
our supposing that these traditions were current in the Palestinian 
Church in the middle of the century, and that they represent in 
the main events of history. That Babylonian astrologers should 
have sought for the expected king in Jerusalem ; that the Jewish 
authorities should have referred them to Bethlehem; that Herod 
should have killed the infants of that village ; that Joseph and Mary 
should have sought refuge in Egypt, and have eventually settled in 
Galilee,—all this is entirely within the limits of probability, due 
account being taken of the circumstances of the age and the 
political condition of Palestine. 

1o. Something should be said in conclusion as to a recent 
attempt to show that the story of the Magi was added to the 
Gospel as late as 119 A.D.2 The alleged evidence is a Syrian 
document which states that Balaam prophesied the destruction 

1 Interpreter, January 1906, pp. 195 ff. 
2 Conybeare, Guardian, April 29, 1903. Cf. also Nestle, Zeztsch. f. 

Wissensch. Litt. xxxvi. 435-438 ; Hilgenfeld, 2b. xxxviii. 447-451. 
8 Published by W. Wright in the Journal of Sacred Literature, New Series, 

vols. ix. x., April and October 1866, 
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of the Assyrians by the Greeks, and the rise of the star in Israel. 
This was recorded in a letter written by Balak to the Assyrian 
monarch. It was laid up in the Assyrian archives, and handed 
down from king to king. At last, in the reign of Pir Shabour, the 
star appeared, and the Magi were sent. The colophon at the end 
states that “in the year 430 (=118-119 A.D.), in the reign of 
Hadrianus Ceesar, in the consulship of Severus and Fulgus, and 
the episcopacy of Xystus, Bishop of Rome . . . this concern 
arose in the minds of men who were acquainted with the Holy 
Books, and through the pains of the great men in various places 
this history was sought for, and found, and written in the tongue 
of those who took this care.” 

Mr. Conybeare argues that the ‘Holy Books” are the books 
of the Old Testament, and seems to imply that “this history” 
was Mt 215, He further argues that the story of the Magi 
thus elaborated was “an echo of the story as told by Dio and 
Pliny of the visit of the Magi to Nero, and of their worshipping 
him in Rome.” But there seems to be no reason why we should 
not rather agree with Zahn (£7v/. ii. 266 f.), who sees in the ‘‘ Holy 
Books” the New Testament, including Mt 2, which was already, 
therefore, an integral part of the Gospel in 119 a.D.; and in the 
question with which men at that time busied themselves, the 
question as to the year in which the Magi came to Bethlehem, or 
the problem of the harmonisation of the infancy narratives of Mt. 
and Lk. ‘The history which they wrote will therefore be not Mt 2, 
but the legend about the preservation of Balak’s letter, and the 
coming of the Magi to Bethlehem in the reign of Pir Shabour. 

B.—III.-IV. 11. PREPARATION FOR HIS MINISTRY. 

(1) III. 1-12. He was heralded by the Baptist. 

1-12. The editor now begins to copy Mk. But he consider- 
ably paraphrases and expands Mk 11. 

M 1. And in those days cometh John the Baptist, preaching in the 
wilderness of Judea.| Mk. has, v.* John the Baptizer was in the 
wilderness preaching.” 

ev Oe Tals yepats éxeivats] is a loose connecting link (cf. Ex 214) 
anticipated from Mk v.%. Between chs. 2 and 3 is a gap of some 
thirty years.—zapayiverat] occurs once in Mk. (14%), where Mt. 
substitutes as usual an aorist. ‘The present here is unexpected.—o 
Barriotys| Mk. has 6 Barri{wv. For the same change, cf. Mk 6!4= 
Mt 14?.—ey 77 épyjuw] the editor adds the explanatory ris “Iovdacas. 

M~ 2. Saying, Repent : for the kingdom of the heavens ts at hand. | 
Mk has: “preaching a baptism of repentance unto remission of 
sins.” The editor omits the last clause in view of the fact that Christ 
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came to be baptized.—peravocire] On repentance as necessary for 
the coming of the Messianic period, see Volz, Jud. Eschat. 112 f. ; 
and for peravoca in Alexandrine Jewish Philosophy, see Philo, De 
Penit. ii. 405; De Prem. et Pen. ii. 410. For sayings about 
repentance in the Talmud, see Joma 86°. It brings healing to 
the world, reaches to the throne of glory, cancels a prohibition in 
the Torah, brings salvation, and lengthens the life of men. 

Baoirela tay otpavav] See Introduction, p. lxvii. The concep- 
tion here involved is obviously one of warning and judgement: 
‘Repent: for the kingdom is near”; that is to say, the coming of 
the kingdom will involve judgement upon the unrepentant. 

8. Lor this is he that was spoken of through Isaiah the prophet, um 
saying, A voice of a crier in the wilderness, Prepare the way of the 
Lord, make straight His paths.) Mk vv.1-? has: ‘As it is written 
in Isaiah the prophet, Behold, I send My messenger before Thy 
face, who shall prepare Thy way. A voice of a crier in the wilder- 
ness,” etc. Mt. omits the citation from Malachi as irrelevant after 
the express reference to Isaiah, but he has inserted it later at 
1110,—o%ros yap éorw] The sanction of the Baptist’s message lay 
in his personality. He was the “voice” spoken of by Isaiah. The 
quotation is from Is 40% It was clearly taken by Mk. from the 
LXX, in which év 77) épjuw is connected with Bodvros, whereas the 
Hebrew connects it with the following imperative. Mk.’s context 
demanded the LXX order.—&a ’"Hoaiov] Mk. has é& 176 “Hoaig. 
Mt. 13 times uses o:d in this sense; cf. 17%. 

4. Now he, John, had his raiment (made) of camels hair, andam 
leathern girdle about his loins' And his food was locusts and wild 
honey.| Mk. has: “ And John was clothed with camel’s hair, and a 
leathern girdle about his loins, and (was) eating locusts and wild 
honey.”—airds 5¢] For atrés before the proper name, cf. Mk 61”. 
‘“‘ Nach aramiischer Weise,” Wellhausen. But cf. Moulton, p. 91.— 
etyev] Mt. avoids Mk.’s harsh construction fy évdebupévos tpixas Kap1)- 
Nov kai Lovnv.—i 8& tpopy Hv adtod}] Mt. thus avoids Mk.’s loosely 
connected participle kat é>Owv.—dxpides] Vegetarian tendencies in 
the early Church led to the alteration of locusts into “ milk” (so 
Tatian ; see Harris, Fragments of the Commentary of Ephrem, p. 17) 
or “cakes” (so the Ebionites, according to Epiph. Her. 30. 13). 

5. Then went out to him Jerusalem, and all Judea, and all the M. 
district of the Jordan.| Mk. has: “ And there went out to him all 
the country of Judzea, and all the inhabitants of Jerusalem.” The 
mepixwpos Tod Iopddvov, cf. Gn 131-11, is found also in Lk 3%. For 
Tote, see On 2". 

6. And were being baptized in the river Jordan by him, confessing M 
their sins.| Mk. has: ‘And were being baptized by him in the 
river Jordan,” etc. Mk. has the description of the Baptist and the 
thronging to him of the people in the reverse order. Mt.’s change 

1 tdvnv—aitrod. Cf. 2 K 1%. 
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is due to a sense of literary fitness. The description of the Baptist 
comes more appropriately after the statement of his appearance 
as a preacher, than it does after the account of the effect of his 
preaching upon the people. There is no reason to suppose that 
Mt. had any other source than Mk. for these six verses, unless 
mapayiverat is a hint of such a source (cf. Introduction, p. Ix). In 
Mk. they stand at the beginning of the Gospel, and are written in 
Mk.’s abrupt style. The construction of Mk wv.1*4 is not altogether 
clear (see Swete, 7” /oc.), and v.” is awkward. Mt. rewrites the 
passage in a smoother and more connected style. 

8. 54] So NS BCD 1 13 33 124 157 209 latt; td, EK al.—duvh 
BoSvros év 7H épijuw] Om. S!.—ev@elas moetre ras rplBous abrod] Om. S'k. 
avrod is substituted by Mk. and Mt. for the LXX rod @eod quay; b S? 
assimilate to the LXX. 

4. xal tévnv—écgvy atrod is omitted in Mk. by Da b fi?. 
uét Gyptov] S} has ‘‘honey of the hills,” S? ‘‘ honey of the waste.” 

7. The next two verses in Mk. contain a summary of the 
Baptist’s preaching. Mk. had selected from Peter’s account of the 
Baptist’s preaching a few words which suited his introductory 
section (111), because they represented the Baptist as looking 
forward to the coming of Christ. John contrasts the work of the 
coming Messiah with his own as being not merely symbolical 
“with water,” nor merely preparatory “ of repentance,” but spiritual 
and final “with the Holy Spirit.” Mt. takes these words, and, 
combining with them other sayings traditionally attributed to the 
Baptist, frames a discourse of which the keynote is “judgement.” 
He represents it as addressed to the Pharisees and Sadducees, and 
indeed it is very unlikely that the Baptist should have spoken 
words like these to the common people who crowded to his baptism. 
If the first two chapters have been apologetic, rebutting Jewish 
calumnies, this speech of the Baptist’s is marked by the tendency 
to anti-Jewish polemic which runs through the whole Gospel. The 
authorities and representatives of the Jewish nation had been fore- 
warned, even so far back as the days of John’s preaching, of the 
fatal results of their short-sighted policy towards the Messiah and 
His teaching. 

xX 7%. And seeing many of the Pharisees and Sadducees coming to his 
baptism, he said to them, O offspring of vipers, who bade you to flee 
from the coming wrath?| Lk. has: “He said, therefore, to the 
multitudes who went out to be baptized by him,” ete. Both ris 
and tyty are emphatic, and the tone is one of ironical surprise. 
“Can it actually be the case that you have been persuaded to 
believe that the divine judgement is near, and stirred to endeavour 
to escape from it?” For the divine wrath, cf. Enoch go}8 “the 
staff of His wrath”; g17 “the holy Lord will come forth with 
wrath”; Wis 5° “He shall sharpen stern wrath for a sword”; 
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Jub 24° “the day of wrath”; Secrets of Enoch 50°a “lest the 
wrath of God come upon you”; Ro 138 “the wrath of God is 
revealed”; 1 Th 12° “the coming wrath”; Ro 25 “the day of 
wrath”; Rev 6!¢ etc. 

8. Bring forth therefore fruit worthy of repentance.| So Lk. with X 
“fruits” for “fruit.” If you are really alive to the necessity of escape 
from the divine wrath, take the only possible way : repent, and act 
as only men who have repented can act. For the connection be- 
tween repentance and good works, cf. Rabbi Eleazer ben Jacob! (4é 
4}8), “ Repentance and good works are a shield against punishment.” 

9. And think not to say in yourselves, We have Abraham as& 
(our) father : for I say to you, that God is able of these stones to raise 
up children to Abraham.| Lk. has: “ And do not begin to say,” 
etc. Do not suppose that you can substitute for repentance and 
good works the plea of descent from Abraham. The divine wrath 
is about to break in judgement. The Jew will not escape by virtue 
of his nationality. For a commentary on the idea that member- 
ship of the Jewish polity could save from judgement, cf. Ro 217-29, 

10. And already the axe is laid at the root of the trees. Every X& 
tree therefore which bringeth not forth good fruit 1s cut down, and 
cast into the fire.) So Lk. Moreover, delay will be fatal. Already 
the judgement is beginning. 

ll. J indeed baptize you with water to repentance. But He whoM 
comes after me is mightier than I, whose sandals I am not worthy to 
carry. He shall baptize you with the Holy Spirit, and with fire.| 
Mk. has these four clauses in the order 2. 3..1. 4. Lk. agrees with 
Mt.—ey® pev tpas Barrig~w| Mk. has the aor. €Barrica, which is 
due to Semitic influence.—ev téart] For the instrumental ey, cf. 
Blass, 116f. Mk. has the simple dative.—eis werdvovay] with a view 
to repentance, #.e. the baptism denoted that those who submitted 
to it repented of their sins and wished to be cleansed from 
them. It symbolised both a present and future state of repent- 
ance. Mt. adds these words by way of compensation for the 
Bamticpa peravoias which he has omitted from Mk v.*. For the 
prepositional use of émiow, cf. Blass, p. 129.—ra trodypara 
Bacraca|] Mk. has xipas Atoar Tov ipdvra tov trodnpudTwv 
aivtov. To carry the sandals after his master is the duty of a 
slave.—airés] Cf. Blass, p. 164: év rvevparte dy». Baptism with 
water and baptism with the Holy Spirit need not be regarded as 
antithetical and exclusive. The former symbolised repentance. 
But repentance anticipates the gift of righteousness. Baptism 
with the Holy Spirit conveys this righteousness. The former is 
preparatory, the latter final. The Messiah was Himself to be en- 
dowed with the Spirit ; cf. Is 117, Hnoch 49° 627, Ps-Sol 17%? 6 Geos 
kaTeipydoato avrov duvatov év tvevpart ayiw, and so able to transmit 

1 A disciple of Akiba. See Bacher, Die Aguda der Tannaiten, ii. 283. 
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it to other people. Cf. Zest. Levi 18, Juda 24. But if His work 
should in one direction be a work of transmission of righteous- 
ness, in another it would be one of judgement. He should baptize 
with fire cai zvpt. Not in Mk. The words are interpreted in the 
next verse. The fire is that of judgment upon sinners. 

x 12. Whose fan ts in Hts hand, and He will purge His threshing- 
Jioor, and will gather His wheat into the granary ; but the chaff He 
will burn with fire unguenchable.| So Lk. with infinitives for the 
future tenses. These words furnish a commentary on xai zvpi of 
the last verse. The Messiah will separate between the repentant 
and the unrepentant. The former He will baptize with the Holy 
Spirit, and gather them like wheat into a granary (ze. into His 
kingdom). The latter He will exclude from His kingdom, and 
commit them to fire to be burned like chaff. For the work of the 
Messiah in destroying sinners, cf. Zmoch 69?" ‘“‘He caused the 
sinners and those who have led the world astray to pass away and 
be destroyed from off the face of the earth”; 62? ‘And the word 
of His mouth slew all the sinners, and all the unrighteous were 
destroyed before His face.” The unrighteous descend, 63! “into 
the flame of the pain of Sheol.” 

4%. Barricua atrod] Om. ad’rod, X* B. 
8. LU a/ag? S! S? have “‘ fruits,” assimilating to Lk. 

11. mvediuare ayly kal rupt] S1 has ‘‘ with fire and with the Holy Spirit.” 
Om. kal wupi, ES V al. But the words are essential to the context. 

7-12. In place of Mk vwv.”-8, both Mt. and Lk. have a longer 
discourse, Mt 12, Lk 37-!7, which embodies Mk.’s two verses. In 
the parallels to Mk 7-8, Mt. and Lk. agree against Mk. in the fol- 
lowing respects. Both arrange the four clauses in the order 3. 1. 
2. 4 as against Mk.’s 1. 2. 3. 4. Both have pe after ey, and 
Barritw for éBdrtoa. Both have & before mvevwar, and xal 
mupt at the end. In the remaining verses there is very great verbal 
agreement. The only divergences in the words of the Baptist are 
Mt ° py do&yre=Lk 8 pu) apénobe, Mt ? the ind., Lk !” the inf. 
It seems possible, therefore, that the two Evangelists had before 
them a second source, containing words ascribed to the Baptist. 
It is not, however, likely that in this source the sayings were set 
in any historical connection ; for whilst Mt. makes of them a dis- 
course of warning to the Pharisees and Sadducees, Lk. divides 
them into short addresses to the multitude, viz. 7-® 16-17 separated 
by other sayings to the multitudes, to toll-gatherers, and to soldiers. 
The source, therefore, seems to have contained sayings only without 
historical incident. Again, it is possible that the two Evangelists 
drew these verses from oral tradition or from different Greek 
sources. Such short summaries of sayings may well have been 
preserved orally, and would tend to become stereotyped in language 
during the process of transmission and use in the services of the 
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Christian Churches and in the discourses of preachers. Or, lastly, 
Lk. may have read the first Gospel and been influenced by its 
phraseology. Against the theory of one common source may be 
urged (a) the different descriptions of the audience; (4) the ab- 
sence of Lk vy.1-14 from Mt. ; (c) the variations in language. Mt 
39 ddénre = Lk 38 dpénobe; Mt 318 eis perdvovav; Lk. omits; Mt 
3llb ra Srodipata Bactdcoor=Lk 3) Atoar tov ipdvta tov tro- 
Snudrwv adtov; Mt 3!2 Kai diaxaapret, kal ovvdger= Lk 3!" dtaxa- 
Oapat, kal cvvayayeiv. On the other hand, the otherwise close and 
minute agreement in language may be urged in its favour. But 
we are possibly dealing with fragments of four (three) and two 
verses in length. There seems to be no reason why such scraps 
should not have been stereotyped in language and widely known. 
It is a matter of indifference whether the Evangelists borrowed them 
from oral tradition or from independent written sources. But ad- 
mitting that close verbal identity does not necessarily presuppose 
direct and immediate community of source, the variations in Mt ® 
= Lk 8, Mt ?2=Lk 1’, combined with the differences of setting, are 
clearly adverse to a common written source. It must remain 
probable that Mt. drew the words from an unknown source, whilst 
Lk. also had them in an independent source. 

(2) 18-17. At His Baptism He recetved the Holy Spirit, and was 
supernaturally proclaimed to be the Son of God, the Beloved 
whom God has chosen=Mk 1°}, 

18. Then cometh Jesus from Galilee to the Jordan unto John, to be Mt 
baptized by him.| Mk. has: “And it came to pass in those days, 
that Jesus came from Nazareth of Galilee, and was baptized in the 
Jordan by John.” Mt. substitutes rére (see on 27) for Kai éyevero. 
The latter connecting formula is common in Lk. Mk. has it 
rarely—r® 215 (kal yiverat) 273 44 97? Mt. retains it only in 9= 
Mk 215, Elsewhere he has it five times in the formula xat éyevero 
bre éréXecey 6 “Incots, 728 111 1353 19! 261. ev éxeivais tats 
h-epats he omits here, having anticipated it in 34. For Mk.’s 
7AGev he has wapayiverat to assimilate to 3. dd Nafapér he omits 
as needless after 22%. For the substitution of ‘‘to be baptized” for 
“and was baptized,” cf. the similar change in 4! “‘to be tempted” 
for Mk 113 “and He was—tempted.” The editor has in mind the 
fulfilment of the divine purpose in the life of the Messiah. For rod 
with the inf. (7 times in Mt.) expressing purpose, cf. Blass, p. 235 
and 218, The aorist implies a definite and completed action. 

14, 15. And John tried to forbid Him, saying, I have need to be B 
baptized by Thee, and dost Thou come tome? And Jesus answer- 
ing said to him, Suffer it now: for so it ts fitting for us to fulfil 
all righteousness. Then he suffers Him.| These verses are not 
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found in Mk., and appear to be an attempt to explain why the 
Messiah submitted to John’s baptism. mAynpoéca zacav dixato- 
ovvnv apparently means “to leave nothing undone that had been 
revealed as the righteous will of God.” John’s baptism had the 
divine sanction, and the Messiah therefore must submit to it. 
In Mk.’s Gospel the baptism of Christ would seem to be recorded 
as the period when He received His Messianic authority. Then 
the Spirit came down into Him, and the divine voice declared 
Him to be the beloved Son. But when Mt. prefixed the narra- 
tive of the supernatural birth, the question was at once raised, 
How could one who was conceived of the Holy Spirit need to 
be baptized in order to receive Him? Mt. leaves the question 
unsolved, but attempts a partial solution by suggesting that the 
baptism was not necessary to the Messiahship of Christ. The 
Spirit, indeed, then came down upon Him, but He was not then 
constituted the Son of God. This He had been from His birth. 
The divine voice only ratified and publicly proclaimed an already 
existing Sonship. With this insertion and its attempt to explain 
why Christ was baptized, cf. the omission of Mk.’s statement that 
John’s baptism was eis afeow dpaptiov. A somewhat parallel 
account is quoted by Jerome, Contra FPelag. iil. 2 from the 
Gospel according to the Hebrews: “Ecce mater domini et fratres 
ejus dicebant ei: ‘Joannes baptista baptizat in remissionem 
peccatorum ; eamus et baptizemur ab eo.’ Dixit autem eis ‘Quid 
peccavi ut vadam et baptizer ab eo? nisi forte hoc ipsum quod 
dixi ignorantia est.’” Here the point seized for explanation is 
the sizlessness of Christ. How could one who was sinless submit 
to a baptism ‘of repentance unto remission of sins,” Mk 14? 
The editor of the first Gospel has also felt the difficulty, and 
partially removed it, by omitting eis a@eow dpaptiav. See on v.?. 
But since he has prefixed to the account of the baptism the narra- 
tive of the supernatural birth and the words of the Baptist, ‘‘ He 
shall baptize you with the Holy Spirit and with fire,” the question 
was raised in a new form, How could one who was begotten of 
the Holy Spirit (12°) receive the Holy Spirit at baptism? And 
how could one who was Himself to baptize with the Holy Spirit 
come to John for baptism? I have marked the insertion vv.!416 
as editorial, but of course the editor may be borrowing from a 
source known to him.—rére] see on 27.—d¢inow] For the historic 
present, cf. Introduction, p. 1x. 

M 16. And Jesus, having been baptized, went up straightway from the 
water: and, behold, the heavens were opened to Him, and He saw 
the Spirit of God coming down as a dove, and coming upon Fim. | 
Mk. has: “And straightway going up out of the water, He saw 
the heavens being rent, and the Spirit as a dove coming down into 
Him.” 
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Mt. by substituting amd for é« and avoiding «is in the previous 
verse, suggests that the “baptism” did not necessarily involve 
complete immersion. 

After the insertion of vv.14:15 he adds BarricGeis 5&6 “Incois as 
a connecting link= Mk.’s xa. He then retains Mk.’s e’@vs, which 
he elsewhere generally omits. «ai ed@vs is characteristic of Mk., 
and seems to be used by him without any emphasis on the idea of 
immediacy, but rather as a mere connecting link. Mt. prefers 
rore; Lk. wat éyévero.—xai idov] See on 1%.—dvedyOyoav] a 
commonplace word for Mk.’s graphic oxCoyévovs, which is not 
used elsewhere in this sense. Cf. Is 64! ‘“O that thou wouldest 
rend the heavens,” where the LXX has éav dvoiEys tov otpavdr. 
Ezk 1! xat #volyxOynoav oi oipavot, Kai eldov.—xat eidev 70 rveipa Geod 
kataBatvoy doe mepurtepay épxopevov éx aitov] Mk. has: “the 
Spirit as a dove coming down into Him.” The acei repiorepay 
must mean like a dove in appearance. Lk. so interpreted it and 
explained it. Philo describes Wisdom as a dove, Quis Ker. Div. 
Her. i. 491. Mk.’s “coming down as a dove into Him” is rather 
harsh. Mt. expands to smooth the construction: “coming down 
as a dove and coming upon Him.” The editor may have felt that 
“coming down into” seemed to suggest too forcibly that up to this 
time Jesus had been without the Spirit. "The r>—@eot—éa’ may 
be due also to Is 42! 76 wvevpd prov ex’ airov. 

17. And behold a voice from the heavens, saying, This 1s My Son, 
the Beloved, in whom Iwas well pleased.| Mk. has: ‘And there 
came a voice from the heavens, Thou art My Son, the Beloved, in 
whom I was well pleased.”—xai idod gwv7] Mk. has cat dov7 
éyévero. For xat idov, see on 17. In Mk. it would seem that the 
voice was heard by Jesus alone. Mt. alters od ef into obrds éorw 
to make it clear that the proclamation was a public one. The 
passage is modelled on Is 42! as quoted in Mt 1218! “Idov, 6 zats 
pov, &v yperica’ & ayamnTds pov, dv EvddKnoRN % Wx) pov" O7iow TO 
mvevpd pov éx aitov. The Messiah is ina higher sense than Israel 
the Son and the Beloved of God. The aor. etddxyoa is modelled 
on the aorists of the LXX in this passage, which were probably 
interpreted as implying the divine election of Israel, and so here 
the divine election of the Messiah. Cf. the aorist e067, 2818; 
mapeddOn, 1128, 6 dyaryrés is not an attribute of 6 vids pov, 
but an independent title=‘‘the Beloved”=the Messiah. Cf. 
Armitage Robinson, Zphesians, pp. 229 ff. ; Dict. Brb. art. “ Isaiah, 
Ascension of.” 

15, 16. rére ddlnow abrév* Barricbels 5¢ 6 Inoots] S'has: ‘*Then he 
suffered Him to be baptized. And when He was baptized.” S? ‘‘ Then He 
suffered Him to be baptized. And Jesus had been baptized; and when 
He was baptized.” ag! have: ‘‘et cum baptizaretur (Jesus) lumen ingens 
(magnum) circumfulsit (fulgebat) de aqua ita ut timerent omnes qui advenerunt 

M 
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(congregati erant).” For the light, cf. the Ebionite Gospel as quoted by 
Epiphanius, xxx. 13: «al evOis (after the voice) wepéhaupe Tov Térov Pids 
péya; and Just. Deal. lxxxviii.: xarehOdytos tod “Incod éml 7d Vowp kal mip 
avipdn év rp Lopddvy. 

Wellhausen and Blass both note that the text presents difficulties, and 
both come to the conclusion that kal BamricGels—idaros is an interpolation 
from Mk. But the difficulties are due to the work of the editor in dove- 
tailing his insertion vv.!4 15 into the text of Mk. After the insertion he 
comes to Mk.’s words: kal evO@ds dvaBaivwy éx Tod Udaros eldev. As he has 
previously changed Mk.’s kal éBamricOy els rv "lopddyny bd “Iwdvov into ém 
Tov "lopddvnv mpds Tov Iwdyny rod Barrio Ojva bm’ abrod, he feels it necessary 
to take up the thread of the narrative, and to state the fact of the baptism by 
inserting Bamricbels 5¢ 6 "Inoots. This carries with it the change of Mk.’s 
eVOds dvaBalywy into evOds avéBn. The subject of eléev is as in Mk. “Iyaobs. 
Contrast Jn 19. We might have expected Mt. to make the publicity of the 
whole scene more emphatic by introducing John or others as the subject of 
eldev. But he has followed Mk. in this particular, contenting himself with 
suggesting the publicity of the divine proclamation by changing Zv e/ into 
otrés éotwv. S! S? add ‘‘to be baptized” in order to relieve the ambiguity 
of dglnow and its Syriac equivalent. Both might mean ‘‘leaves Him.” S? 
adds also: ‘‘ And Jesus had been baptized,” from an over-scrupulous desire 
to have the fact of baptism explicitly stated. 

17. Oirés éorev] Da S!S? Iren. have od ef asin Mk 1. The fact that 
Mt. in 17° assimilates to 3!” by adding ldo¥, \éyouca, and év @ evddxnoa, makes 
it probable that ofrés éoriw of 17° occurred also in 3)%. If od ef had stood 
there, we should probably also have found it in 17°. 

6 ulds wou 6 dyamnrés) S}! S* have ‘* My Son and My beloved.” 

18-17. Mt. and Lk. agree against Mk. in the following: jvew- 
xOnoav, Mt 16 = dvewyOjvar, Lk #! for oxfopévous, Mk 1°; ex’ avrér, 
Mt 16, Lk 22 for eis avrév, Mk 1°, 

(3) IV. 1-11. He was prepared for His ministry by temptation. 
An expansion of Mk 13-18, 

M 1. Then was Jesus led into the wilderness by the Spirit to be 
tempted by the devil.| Mk. has: “And straightway the spirit 
driveth Him into the wilderness. And He was in the wilderness 
forty days, being tempted by Satan.”—ré7e] For Mk.’s kai edfis, 
see on 3!6,—6 “Iycots év7x6n—trd Tod rvevparos] For Mk.’s harsh 
TO mvetpa airov éexBadrAa, thus avoiding éxBdéAXeav, a harsh word 
in this context, Lk. also has jyero. Mt. substitutes a passive 
for Mk.’s active voice in 9% 1411 1626 188 19!8 2422@) 2657 2738 
28°,—epacOjva] for Mt.’s emphasis on the divine purpose, 
see on 3!3, For the final infinitive, see Blass, p. 223. Mt. 
avoids Mk.’s repetition of “the wilderness.”—tz6 rod diaBdrov] 
So Lk. 

M 2. And having fasted forty days and forty nights, He was after- 
wards hungry.| Mk. has only the “forty days,” omitting the 
fasting and the hunger (which Lk. also has). But he has the 
obscure, ‘And he was with the wild beasts,” which Mt. omits. 
The verse reminds us of the fasting of Moses, Ex 3478. For the 
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form éreivaca, see Blass, pp. 40, 47. Lk. has: “And He ate 
nothing in those days ; and when they were accomplished He was 
hungry.” Vv.*10 are notin Mk. Lk. has a parallel narrative, but 
the temptations are in a different order, and the descriptive verses 
differ in phraseology. ‘There is also less verbal agreement here in 
the dialogue than there is in 3712=Lk 37-17, As in that case the 
two Evangelists may have drawn from independent written or oral 
sources. 

83. And the tempter came and said to Him, If thou art God’s& 
Son, say that these stones become loaves.| Lk. has: “And the 
devil said to Him, If thou art God’s Son, say to this stone that 
it become a loaf.”—xal rpooeAav—elrev] Lk. has ctrev 5€.  poo- 
€pxeoOa. is a favourite word in Mt. It occurs 52 times: in Mk. 
6, in Lk. 10.—6 weipéfwv] a reminiscence of Mk.’s zetpaldpmevos. 
—vids tod Geot] Cf. Dalm. Words, 274 ff.—oi di60.] Lk. has the 
singular. For Mt.’s predilection for plurals, see on 876, 

4. And He answered and satd, It ts written, Not upon bread X& 
alone shall man live, but upon every utterance that proceedeth through 
the mouth of God.| Lk. has: “And Jesus answered him, It is 
written that, Not upon bread alone shall man live.” The quota- 
tion is from Dt 8% in the language of the LXX. B has 76 before 
éxrropevonevw, but AF Luc omit. In Deuteronomy the writer 
describes how the Israelites in their wanderings learned that 
natural products do not always suffice to support life. They were 
thus led to live in dependence on the creative word of God. 
Christ restates this principle as valid for Himself. He will rely 
upon God’s will for the necessities of life. The tempter implied 
that Sonship involved power to perform miracles. Christ neither 
affirms nor denies this, but replies that God, if it be His will, can 
provide food for His needs. Cf. Jn 4°4. For an earlier application 
of Dt 83, cf. Wisd. 166, 

5. Then the devil taketh Him into the holy city, and placed Him 
upon the wing of the temple.) Lk. has: ‘‘And he led Him to 
Jerusalem, and placed Him upon the wing of the temple.”—rjv 
dytay wou] Cf. 2753, Rev 112 21210 2219 Dn 9%, To 139.— 
mtepvy.ov| For the diminutive form, see Blass, p. 63.—7apadap- 
Bdve| The historic presents here and in the succeeding verses are 
striking ; see Introduction, p. Ix. 

6. And he saith to Him, If Thou art God's Son, cast Thyself down : & 
jor it is written, that His angels He charges concerning Thee: and 
upon (their) hands they shall bear Thee, lest Thou strike against a 
stone Thy foot.| Lk. has: ‘And he said to Him, If Thou art God’s 
Son, cast Thyself hence down. For it is written, that His angels 
He charges concerning Thee, to guard Thee; and that upon 
(their) hands they shall bear Thee, lest Thou dash against a 
stone Thy foot.” The quotation is from Ps go!!-12, Mt omits roo 
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duapvAasar oe ev (waoats) tats 6do%s cov, and Lk. omits év (racais) tats 
6dots cov, which would not have been suitable to this context. 

x %. Jesus said to him, Again it ts written, Thou shalt not tempt 
the Lord thy God.| Lk. has: “ And Jesus answered and said to 
him that, It has been said,” ete. The quotation is from Dt 6% in 
the words of the LXX. 

x 8. Again the devil taketh Him unto an exceeding high mountain, 
and showeth Him all the kingdoms of the world and their glory.| 
Lk. has: ‘‘ And taking Him up, he showed Him all the kingdoms 
of the inhabited world in a moment of time.” Lk.’s dvayaydy is 
ambiguous, ‘into the air”? For Mt.’s mountain, cf. the mountain 
of the Sermon, 5!; the mountain of Transfiguration, 17!; and the 
mountain of Ascension, 281°, 

X 9. And said to Him, All these things will I give Thee, if Thou 
wilt fall down and worship me.| Lk. has: ‘“ And the devil said to 
Him, To Thee I will give all this authority and their glory: because 
to me it has been delivered ; and to whomsoever I will, I give it. 
Thou, therefore, if Thou wilt worship before me, all shall be Thine.” 

x 10. Zhen saith Jesus to him, Away, Satan: for it ts written, The 
Lord thy God shalt thou worship, and Him alone shalt thou serve.| 
Lk. has: “And Jesus answered and said to him, It is written,” 
etc. The quotation comes from Dt 61%. B has there doBnOyon, 
and omits povw. But A has zpookvvyoces and pdovw.1—zpookvvety 
a favourite word with Mt., generally takes a dative ; cf. 228-11 49 82 
918 1433 1525 1826 289, 

KX ll. Zhen the devil leaveth Him.| Wk. has: “And having 
accomplished every temptation, the devil departed from Him for 
atime.” Mt. now returns to Mk 1/2, 

M And, behold, angels came and were ministering to Him.| Mk. 
has: “ And the angels were ministering to Him.” For tore, see 
on 27; for cai idov, 129; and for rpoondOor, v.3, 

6. wept cod] S! adds: ‘‘that they should keep thee,” assimilating to Lk. 
8. rod Kdcpov] S} “of this world.” 

kal Thy ddgav atrav] Omit Sh. 
9. S' has: ‘* And said to Him, These kingdoms and their glory Thou 

hast seen. To Thee will I give them, if,” etc. 
10. traye] So NBC*¥al/1fk. Add érlaow pov C?DalS%. S! has 

“behind.” 
11. d:d4Boros] S! S? add “‘ for a time,” assimilating to Lk. 

The three temptations are clearly symbolical. That is 
suggested at the outset by ‘was led by the Spirit,” an external 
representation of an inward experience. The first temptation was 
to put to the test His own consciousness of divine ‘“Sonship.” 
The “Son of God” could change stones into loaves when 

1 The editor (or his source) either had rpooxuyjcecs (rather than PoBynOjon 
=Heb. xvn) in his copy of the LXX, or has substituted it for PoBnO7jcy to 
emphasize the antithesis with rpocxuvjoys of v.%. Cf. Introduction, p. xxxi, 
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necessity arose. In answer, Christ refuses thus to test His own 
convictions. He would act only as God willed. The second 
was a temptation to put God to the test. If the “Son of God” 
were in danger, God would protect Him. In answer, Christ 
appeals to Scripture for proof that such testing was forbidden. 
The third was a temptation to grasp at once and by one act 
the Messianic sovereignty of the world, which His consciousness 
of Messiahship led Him to expect in the future. For answer, 
Christ finally dismisses (Uraye Satava) the tempter. The service 
of God to which He was pledged forbade the premature hastening 
of events by methods which involved rebellion against God’s will. 
Lk. has the last two temptations in the reverse order, and con- 
sequently no traye Sarava. His arrangement avoids the double 
change of scene which is found in Mt.—desert to Jerusalem, 
Jerusalem to a high mountain. On the other hand, Mt.’s 
arrangement is probably due to his belief that the offer of 
universal monarchy formed the fitting climax to the series. By 
inserting the mountain, the editor may have intended to drawa 
contrast between the mountain upon which Christ refused 
Messianic power with that other mountain (28!6) upon which at 
a later period He told His disciples that all power was given to 
Him in heaven and upon earth. It seems probable that the 
three temptations are artificially connected with Mk.’s brief 
statement (1!%-1%), where the whole scene takes place in the 
wilderness. ‘‘ He was in the wilderness forty days, being tempted.” 
There He was with the beasts, and there presumably angels 
ministered to Him. But in Mt., after the first temptation, we 
leave the wilderness, and the ministration of angels presumably 
took place on the high mountain. 

C.—IV. 12-XV. 20. MINISTRY IN GALILEE = Mk 114-723, 

(1) 12-17. Appearance in Galilee. From Mk 114-16, 

12, 18. And when He heard that John was delivered up, HeM 
departed into Galilee. And having left Nazara, He came and 
settled at Capharnaum, which ts on the lake, in the districts of Zabulon 
and Naphtali.| Mk. has: ‘And after that John was delivered up, 
Jesus came into Galilee.” For dxovcas, cf. 1418, a second occasion 
on which Christ’s movements were conditioned by tidings of the 
Baptist.—évexwpyoev] See on2!.—€dOdv katwxyoev cis Kahapvaovp] 
The editor anticipates the arrival at Capharnaum from Mk 123, 
because he wishes to make it the subject of a fulfilment of 
prophecy.—ryv zapafadacotav] Capharnaum, whether identified 
with Tell Him or Khan Minyeh (see Sanday, Sacred Sites, 36 ff.), 
being on the shore of the lake.—ev dpios ZaBovrAdv Kal NepOareip.| 

3 
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This geographical note is necessary to explain the bearing of the 
following quotation : 

fe) 14. Ln order that it might be fulfilled which was spoken through 
Isaiah the prophet, saying.| For the formula, see on 1%. The 
quotation comes from Is g}-2. 

0 15. Land of Zebulon, land of Naphtali, way of the sea, over 
Jordan, Galilee of the nations.] 

O 16. The people which (was) sitting in darkness saw a great 
light. And for those sitting in a region and shadow of death, light 
rose for them.| The editor seems to be quoting a Greek version, 
otherwise he would hardly have rendered 377 by the accusative 
6dév. In the original it is the object of a verb; but Mt., who 
wrests the words from the context and omits the verbs, would, if 
translating from the Hebrew, have rendered 68ds just as he has 
given us yj, not yqv. 46ddév can only be due to careless copying 
from a version before him. This version was not the LXX, which 
differs a good deal from Mt.’s rendering. B of the LXX has not 
606v Oadacoyns, but these words stand in LXX N° A Q, and were 
found in Aquila and Theodotion. Mt. presumably had before 
him a Greek version which was either different from the LXX, or 
was an early form of the LXX, containing 6d0v Oaddoons. In the 
latter case he has adapted the verbs to suit his context. We need 
not inquire as to the exact signification of the geographical terms 
in the original. The editor tears the words from their context, 
because he saw in them a prophecy of the fact that Christ went 
to Galilee to begin His ministry, and settled for that purpose at 
Capharnaum, which became from henceforth His headquarters, 
Isaiah had spoken of Galilee (TadtAa/a trav é6vav). He had also 
spoken of 6d0v @addoons, and Capharnaum was zapafadaccla. 
Isaiah had spoken also of Zebulon and Naphtali, and Capharnaum 
was in the territory of these tribes. The prophet had said- of 
these places that their inhabitants should see a great light. When 
Christ began His work amongst them this was fulfilled. Whatever, 
therefore, may have been the original signification of DM 47, or 
of its Greek equivalent 68dv OadAdoons, it is hardly possible to 
doubt that Mt. had in mind when he copied the words the lake 
of Galilee, and described Capharnaum as rijv rapafadacciay to 
make his meaning clear. 

Ty ZaBovov kal yy NefOadreiu] LXX has xdpa ZaBovrov 7H y7q 
NedGareiu.—idov Gardoons| See above.—zépay rod bee So 
LXX, the usual equivalent of 71.7 73y.—TadiAaia tov e6vav} So 
LXX.—6 Aads 6 xaOjpevos ev oxdtet] LXX B has zopevdpmevos after 
the Heb., but A xaOjpevos.—eide has peya] LXX idere B, cidere 8* T, 
cide N°%.—kal rots kabnuevors] LXX of xatoucotvres.—év Xapa Kal 
axa Oavdrov] So LXX (om. xai B N*).—dds dvéretbev adrous] 
LXX: das Adpipe ed’ pas. 
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17. From that time Jesus began to preach, and to say, Repent : Mu 
Jor the kingdom of the heavens is at hand.| Mk. has Kypvoowy 70 
evayyéAtov Tov Geod, Kai Aéywy Ore MerArjporar 6 ) Kaupos Kai ipyypecey u] 
Bacwrcia tod Geot Meravoetre kai miotevete ev TO evayyeAiw.—a7o 

tote] The editor contrasts this early period of the preaching of 
the kingdom with a later preaching of His death and resurrection ; 
cf. 1671, and abbreviates the statement of the contents of Christ’s 
preaching. For his habit of retaining only one of Mk.’s many 
double expressions of an idea or fact, see Introduction, p. xxiv. 
He has already assimilated the statement of the contents of the 
Baptist’s preaching to this verse, cf. 37 

13. Kagapvaotu] So BDZ 33 latt.—Nafapd] N> B¥ X Z 33 k Orig. 
Nagapé#, S* D al. 

16. év xwWpa xaloxig] Shas: ‘‘in sorrow and in the shadow of death ” ; 
S? ‘in the shadows of death.” 

17. peravoeire] Om. S! S*k Blass. 

(2) 18-22. The calling of four disciples. From Mk 118%, 

18. And walking by the sea of Galilee, He saw two brethren, M 
Simon called Peter, and Andrew his brother, casting a net into the 
sea: for they were fishermen.| Mk. has: ‘“ And passing by the sea 
of Galilee, He saw Simon and Andrew the brother of Simon casting 
in the sea: for they were fishermen.” 

mepiratov 8] for Mk.’s cal rapdywv, Mt. prefers the construction 
with 6é,and avoids Mk.’s iteration of the same pronoun rapdywv rapa, 
cf. 1718241. He inserts dv0 adeAgovs and tov Acyomevov Ierpov, and 
substitutes avrod for the tautologous Sipwvos. Zivwv is a Greek 
name substituted for the Hebrew Symeon. It occurs in Ecclus 50}, 
Josephus, and the N.T., and is a common Greek name; see Pape, 
Worterb. der griech. Eigennamen ; and Deissm. Bid. Stud. p. 315. 

*"Avdpéas| is a not uncommon Greek name. It occurs of a Jew 
in an Olympian inscription of B.c. 169, Ditt. Sy//7. 301. 5. Mt. 
substitutes BadAovras dudiBrAynortpov for Mk.’s vaguer éupiBadAovtas, 
which is used absolutely here only. The subst. adugiBorc’s=a 
fisherman, occurs in Is 198.—joav yap adteis] For the occurrence 
of this clause in Mt. and Mk. as a proof of dependence of one 
Gospel on the other, see Hor. Syn. p. 43. dAreds occurs from 
Homer downwards. For the first cent. a.D., cf. Ox. Pap. 11. ccxciv. 6. 

19. And He satth to them, Come after Me, and I will make you M 
fishers of men.| Mk. has: ‘‘ And Jesus said to them, Come after 
Me, and I will make you to become fishers of men.” Mt. omits 
yeveoGar as superfluous. For éricw as a preposition, see Blass, 
p. 129.—6dedre oricw] i is Semitic. 

20. And they immediately left the nets and followed Him.| Mk. M 
has: “And immediately they left the nets and followed Him.” 
Mt.substitutes oi dé for Mk.’s xaé. See on v.}8,and Introduction, p. xx. 
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M 21. And going forward thence, He saw two other brethren, James 
the son of Zebedee, and John his brother, in the boat with Zebedee their 
father, mending their nets. And He called them.| Mk. has: “ And 
going forward a little, He saw James the son of Zebedee, and John 
his brother, these also in the boat mending the nets.” Mt. inserts 
éxetfev, which occurs 12 times in this Gospel, 5 in Mk., 3 in Lk., 
2in Jn. He inserts also aAXovs dv0 adeA dors, as in v.18, and omits 
Mk.’s Semitic kai avrovs. He adds “ with Zebedee their father” by 
anticipation from the next verse of Mk., and ‘‘their” after “‘ nets.” 

M 22. And they immediately left the boat and their father, and 
Jollowed Him.| Mk. has: “ And they left their father Zebedee 
in the boat with the hired servants, and went after Him.” Mt. 
substitutes oi dé for ai as in v.2°, and jKoAovGyoay aire for amnAOov 
ézigw avrov. 

(8) Ldlustrations of His teaching and work, 4?%-9*4 

(a) Anticipatory sketch, 47°-*, 

23-25. The editor now comes to Mk 12/22. He has already 
(418) spoken of the entry into Capharnaum, and therefore omits 
it here. Mk 1715 speaks of teaching in the synagogue. But 
here the editor wishes to develop his scheme of giving illustrations 
of Christ’s teaching and work in successive sections. He therefore 
inserts at this point an introductory sketch of Christ’s activity 
in these two respects, 42°25, The teaching in the synagogue at 
Capharnaum becomes a synagogal teaching throughout the country, 
and a summary of Christ’s work of healing is added. 

E And Jesus passed through the whole of Galilee, teaching in their 
synagogues, and preaching the good news of the kingdom, and healing 
every sickness and every disease among the people. And the rumour 
about Him went into all Syria: and they brought to Him all who 
were in evil plight, holden with manifold sicknesses and torments, 
demoniacs, and lunatics, and paralytics ; and He healed them. And 
there followed Him many multitudes from Galilee, and Decapolis, 
and Jerusalem, and beyond Jordan. | 

The phraseology of this editorial summary is largely borrowed 
from Mk. 

For kat _mepuipyev—biSaoKwv, cf. Mk 68 kai mepuipye— diary 5 
for év ody tH TadtAata, Mk 1°9 eis oAnv THY Tadvdatay ; for Knpvaowv 
TO evayyéhiov, Mk 14; for dmjpAbev % akon avtov eis OAnv TV 
Supiar, Mk 128 een Ge bé 4 dor) avTov evdds TavTaxod eis OAnY THV 
TEPLXWPOV ; 3 for TpoonveyKaY avT@ mavTas Tous Kakas éxovras, Mk 1%? 

epepov mpos avTov TavTas TOUS KAKOS EXOVTAS 5 ; for moxiAats vorows— 
kai @Oeparevoev avrovs, Mk 154 kai eOepamevoev—morkihaus VOoOLS ; 
for datpovilopevouvs, Mk 182; for 7KoAovOncay ait} dxAor wodXol, 
Mk 5% 7xorovGa airad BO modus, cf. Mk 37; for AexazroAss, 
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Mk 520 731; for “IepocoAvpwv kal Iovdaias kal repay tod ‘Topdavov, 
Mk 38. 

23. 7d evayyeAuov tis BaciAcias] ze. the good news that the E 
kingdom was near, cf. v.17. etayyeAvoy in Cl. Gk. is the reward 
given to a bearer of good news. So in 2Sam 4! In later writers 
it means, as here, the good news itself. So in Lucian, Plutarch.— 
padaxia] only in Mt. amongst New Testament writers, cf. 9% rol. 
—ovvaywyais| For the history of the synagogues, see Schurer, 1. 
iies2 i. 

24. Svpia] never occurs in Mk.—ovvéxopaz] in this sense only E 
here and in Lk. and Acts amongst the New Testament writers. 
—dvavos] of disease only here.-—Bacdvos cvvexopuévos} occurs in a 
different sense in 4 Mac 15°2,—da:poviterOar| in this sense only in 
late writers.—zapaAvtixds| a New Testament word, Mt. and Mk. 
Lk. (518: 24) and twice in Acts has zapaAeAvpévos.—ceAnvialopevos] 
i.e, epileptic, again in 17°; a late and rare word.—xai «Gepdrevoev 
airovs] Dabcgth have kal ravras éOepdrevoey. Cf. $16 12° 148. 

25. 6xAor zoAXoi] the plural is characteristic of Mt. He has E 
the plural 6xAo. about 30 times, the singular 16 times. Mk. has 
the singular about 37 times, the plural once. In Lk. the numbers 
are more equally balanced. 

AexazéXews| occurs twice in Mk. For its history, see Schurer, 
ul. i. 94; DB, art. “ Decapolis.” 

"IepocoAvpwr] is here treated as a neuter plural. In 2° it is fem. 
sing. The aspirated form is apparently due to association with tepos. 
Cf. West. and Hort, Introduction’, p. 313; Blass, p. 31. Mk. and Mt. 
(except in 2387)always have this form. Cf. Blass, p. 31.—7r€pav rod 
"Topdavov] is the J172- 12 of the Mishna, and the Perzea of Josephus. 

For its extent, see Schiirer, 11. i. 3, 4; DB, art. ‘ Percea.” 
The reason why the editor now gives his illustration of Christ’s 

teaching before that of His work is probably to be found in the 
next verse of Mk., viz. 122, which describes the effect of Christ’s 
preaching. He therefore here inserts the Sermon on the mountain, 
5-727, and closes it with this verse from Mk 1% = Mt 777-28, 

(6) V.-VII. Lllustration of the Messiah's teaching. 
From the Logia.? 

Analysis— 
A. Nine Beatitudes, 53}. 
B. Two metaphors of discipleship, 5!%-16. 
C. Relation of the Christian character to the Law, 517-48 

The Christian character is not released from the obli- 

1 yo!, but D S! latt have the singular also here. 
2 On the Sermon on the Mount, see especially the article of Votaw in DB, 

Extra Volume, pp. I ff. 
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gations of the Law. It is under still heavier re- 
sponsibilities. 

Christian “righteousness” is to be not less than that 
of the scribes, but greater, 17-70, 

Five illustrations of the permanence of the Law and 
of this greater righteousness. 

(1) Threefold interpretation of “do not kill,” 21-22, 
Twofold application, *%-?6, 

(2) Interpretation of ‘‘do not commit adultery,” 27-28, 
Twofold application, 29 8°, 
Application of this to divorce, 91-22, 

(3) Interpretation of ‘do not swear falsely,” 33-84 
Fourfold application, %4>-37, 

(4) Interpretation of the /ex talionis, 8-39, 
Fourfold application, %9>-42, 

(5) Interpretation of “love thy neighbour,” 49-4, 
Twofold illustration, 46-48, 

D. Three illustrations of the way in which the Christian 
“righteousness” is to exceed that of the Pharisees, 
61-18, 

(1) Alms; ** 
(2) Prayer, 515, 
(3) sBastings 1648; 

£. Three Prohibitions, 6!%78, 
(1) pi Onoavpi€ere, 19-4, 
(2) py kpivere, 72%, 

(3) mip Bare, & 
f. Three Commands, 7-?3, 

(1) airetre, 712, 
(2) «iced Gare, 1814, 
(3) mpocéyere, 15-28, 

G. Concluding Parable, 7427, 

E 1. And seeing the multitudes, He went up into the mountain: 
and having sat down, His disciples came to Him.| Lk 6" has: 
“And He came down with them, and stood upon a level place.” 

7d dpos| Cf. 147° 15°%. The article is less natural here than 
in these two places, where it may not unnaturally designate the hill 
country adjoining the lake. It suggests that the Sermon had long 
been traditionally connected with a mountain, and seems to mean 
the mountain upon which the Sermon was delivered. 

kaicavros avtod tpoojAOov aitG] For the unclassical construc- 
tion, see Blass, p. 251. 

apoonAGov is a favourite word with Mt. It occurs 52 times, 6 in 
Mk., 10 in Lk., 1 in Jn. 

oi pabyrai airod| Since nothing has been told us apart from 
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418-22 of any disciples, their sudden appearance here is a hint that 
the Sermon is.anticipated here from a later period. 

2. And He opened His mouth and taught them, saying.) Lk. E 
has: “And He lifted up His eyes upon His disciples, and said.” 

dvotEas 76 ordpa aitod] Again of Philip, Ac 8% ; Peter, Ac 10% ; 
Paul, Ac 1814; cf. Lk 14, It is a somewhat formal introductory 
clause ; cf. Job 31. 

3. Blessed are the poor in spirit: for theirs ts the kingdom of L 
the heavens.| Lk. has: “Blessed are ye poor: for yours is the 
kingdom of God.” axdpios in the LXX is equivalent to "Wx, 

It describes a state not of inner feeling on the part of those to 
whom it is applied, but of blessedness from an ideal point of view 
in the judgement of others. 

of rrwxot 7G mvevpatt] Cf. Kafapol ry Kapdia, v.8; tazewwors 
ro mvevpart, Ps 33!9; Céwy 7G mvedpart, Ac 18% 5 ayia TO mvevpart, 
1 Co 734. By analogy with these parallels the clause must mean 
“those whose spirit is poor.” The idea of poverty intended can 
best be reached through the corresponding Hebrew word ‘3p, 

for which rrwyés stands in the LXX 38 times. The ‘3p is the 
man who is poor in the sense of being needy. But the word fre- 
quently denotes the poor man who is oppressed by the rich and 
powerful. The word then attracts to itself the sense of poor, 
pious, religious people who are oppressed by the ungodly. They 
are therefore the objects of God’s favour. He does not forget 
them, Ps g!8, but delivers them, Ps 34!°, and has compassion on 
them, Is 49!8. On these lines rrwxo¢ here will mean those who, 
because they endeavour to lead pious lives of obedience to God, 
are “poor,” z.e. are oppressed and downtrodden by ungodly people. 
They are “poor” as needing God’s help. The 7@ wvevpari serves 
to spiritualise the sense, and to lay the emphasis rather on the 
religious and moral than on the social condition of those referred 
to. Their spirit is “poor,” because they feel their need of God’s 
help, and are aware that it can come from Him alone. In their 
inner spiritual life they realise their need of God, and this con- 
scious spiritual poverty constitutes their claim to the blessings 
promised in the next clause. The 7é zvevpart here suggests that 
arwxol in Lk 629 should be interpreted in the same sense and not 
of literal poverty. The editor of the First Gospel probably felt 
quite rightly that the simple +rwxo¢ would be misinterpreted by 
Greek readers unacquainted with Semitic idiom. It compressed a 
complicated Hebrew train of thought in a Greek word which would 
be misunderstood if literally interpreted. See Zahn’s admirable 
note on the passage. 

For theirs is the kingdom of the heavens.| On the meaning of 
this phrase, see Introduction, p. Ixvii. It is clear that the meaning 
must be determined from a general survey of the sense which the 
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phrase has throughout the Gospel. The éorw probably was not 
represented in the Semitic original, and cannot be pressed. If 
the “kingdom” be a state or condition which is necessarily future, 
the éorw must naturally be equivalent to éora. ‘‘The kingdom 
is theirs, ze. will belong to them when it comes or is realised.” 
Or, ‘they will enter into it when it comes”; or, “the kingdom will 
consist of such as these.” The future tenses in the following 
verses suggest that the whole emphasis of the blessings lies upon a 
future condition which shall compensate for the unsatisfying present 

4, 5. The order of these two verses is uncertain. The arrange- 
ment zevGotvres — pacts is found in 8 B C and most unc., in 
most curss. in S! §3S4S5 bfq, Tert. Orig! On the other hand, the 
order zpacis—zrevOodvres occurs in D 33 ac ff! g!hk S? Tat.2 That 
is to say, both arrangements were known in the second century. 
Zahn is probably right in saying that if vv.*-5 had originally stood 
together with their rhetorical antithesis of heaven and earth, it is 
unlikely that any copyist would have thrust v.* in between them. 
On the other hand, the Western scribes, who represent the order 
5.4 may have preferred this arrangement because it heightened 
the antithesis, or to draw together the closely allied rrwyoi and 
mpaes. Wellhausen, observing that the clause about the zpaets is 
directly quoted from Ps 36! and that its position in this chapter 
varies in the manuscripts, condemns it as an interpolation. If 
TTwXOL TO Tvevpare in v.%, and not rather zrwxot simply (=O), 
were original, there would be something to be said for this on the 
ground that mrwxol TO mvevwate and mpaets are practically syn- 
onymous terms. zarwxo/, as we have seen, corresponds in the LXX 
to Oy, and implies not poverty alone or in the literal sense, but 
misery suffered at the hands of others because of godliness. zpaets, 
on the other hand, corresponds to oy (8 times). This word 
emphasises not the social condition implied in o”3y, but humble- 
ness of mind. (See Driver, art. ‘‘Poor,” DB.) But by adding 
T® wvevpare the editor has obliterated the distinctive meaning of 
mrwxol as=O"2y, and made it practically equivalent to mzpaeis= 
ony. But this identity belongs to the Greek forms of the sayings, 
not to their Semitic original. There the distinction would have 
been clear. The Lord singled out for His approval both the godly 
oppressed and the godly humble-minded. Of the former, He 
declared that when the kingdom came, they and, by implication, 
not their ungodly oppressors, should enter into it. Of the latter, 
He affirms that because they humbly submit themselves to God’s 
will, and look for His help, they shall, as the Psalmist said, ‘inherit 
the earth,” which, purged of the ungodly, will be coextensive with 
the kingdom. It seems best, therefore, to retain the usual order of 

1 iii. 780 on Mt 178, but in iii. 740 on 1618 the other order is given. 
2 See Zahn, Forschungen, i. 1 
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verses, on the grounds (a) that it is best supported ; (4) that it was 
more likely to be reversed than the rival order, which would at 
once suggest itself to scribes who would like to bring rrwxoi and 
mpaets into close connection, and to emphasise by close contact 
the antithesis between “‘ heaven” and “ earth.” 

4. Blessed are those who mourn : because they shall be comforted.| L 
Cf. Is 61? rapaxadéoa ravras Tovs TevOotvtas. The thought is of 
those who mourn for the sin in Israel, which checks and thwarts God’s 

purposes for His people, and delays the coming of the kingdom. 
5. Blessed are “the humble-minded”: because ‘‘ they shall in-L 

herit the earth.”| Quoted from Ps 364. See above. 
6. Blessed are those who hunger and thirst after righteousness : L 

because they shall be filled.| Lk has: “Blessed are ye who mourn 
now : for ye shall be filled.” Cf. Jer 387 (LXX) ort éuéfvoa racav 
Woyxiv Oupacay Kal Tacav Wuynv mewGoav éevérAnoa; Is 551, Ps 106° 
(LXX) ort exdptacev Wuxny Keviyy kal Wuyny Tewdcav évérAncev ayabav. 

The thought is of those who spend their lives in endeavours to 
fulfil the requirements of the law, and to obtain the “‘righteous- 
ness ” which God demands. Such whole-hearted search will not fail. 

xoptacOycovra:| A coarse word softened down in Comedy and 
in colloquial use. Common in the LXX and N.T. in the sense to 
feed. See Kennedy, Sources, 82. 

7. Blessed are the merciful: because they shall obtain mercy.|L 
ze. in the day of judgement. 

8. Blessed are the pure in heart: because they shall see God.| 
kaOapot 7H kapdia] Cf. Ps 234.—sWovra] Cf. Ps 10% For the 

vision of God as the aim of the religious life, cf. Philo, De Vit. 
Contempl. ii. 473: The Therapeute aim at vision tov “Ovtos. 
They persevere peéxpis av 7d rofovpevov idwow. Leg. Alleg. i. 
115: the wise man is Jewpia rav Oelwy tpepdpevos. De Vit. 
Mos. ii. 106: Moses by his ascetic life entered into the darkness 
where God was, 7a d0éata pices OvytH Kkatavodv. Cf. Fried- 
lander, Die Relig. Beweg. pp. 258 ff., from whom these references 
are taken. Cf. also Rev 22% 1 Jn 32 dy opeFa avtov Kaus eorw, and 
Philo, de Ady. 11. 10: dtw dé eSeyevero py Povey TO. adda 6 Oca. év TH 
pice bv emior pins karahapBdvewy, GAXAG Kal TOY TaTépa Kal ToLNTIV 
TOV CUpTavTwV Spay, ér akpov evOamovias toTw TpoeAnAvOds. 

9. Blessed are the peacemakers : for they shall be called sons of ls 
God.| Cf. Secrets of Enoch 52 “Blessed is he who establishes 
peace and love”; Adoth 112 “Hillel said, Be ye of the disciples 
of Aaron, loving peace and pursuing peace”; Ps-So/ 17°° yvooerau 
yap airovs or mavtes viol Peod aitav eiot; Adoth 3}8 “ The Israelites 
are beloved, for they are called children of God.” Cf. Dt 141. 

10. Blessed are they who have suffered persecution for righteous- 
ness’ sake; because theirs is the kingdom of the heavens. | 

The preceding eight blessings seem to form a complete para- 
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graph, begun and ended with the same promise, “‘ because theirs 
is the kingdom of the heavens.” It is clear that this phrase contains 
in itself all the blessings promised in the six intermediate clauses. 
It seems clear also that the kingdom is regarded as a condition of 
things still in the future. When it comes, those whose spirit is 
poor, z.e. those who humbly rely upon God, or, as originally spoken 
without 7 zvevmart, those who are poor, ze. the oppressed godly 
people, will be its citizens. Then those who mourn for the sin 
which now delays its coming, will receive consolation when they 
see righteousness triumphant. Then, too, the humble minded, ze. 
those who feel their need of God, will inherit the earth. It seems 
best to suppose that this clause should be understood literally in 
spite of the fact that it is a quotation from the Psalter. The earth 
purified from sin and purged of the ungodly, who now oppress the 
“poor” and meek godly people, will then be coextensive with the 
kingdom. Then, too, those who hunger and thirst after the divine 
righteousness, will be satisfied when they find it to be the ruling 
principle in their own lives and in those of other people. The 
merciful, z.e. those who show mercy and compassion to be the 
ruling principle of their lives, will obtain mercy at the great day of 
judgement, which divides the present age from the establishment 
of the kingdom. The pure in heart will then see God. The 
peacemakers will be openly proclaimed as God’s sons. Those 
who have been persecuted for their devotion to religion will 
become its citizens. 

L 11, 12. In the ninth blessing Christ addresses Himself directly 
to the disciples. S. Luke has the second person throughout. 

Blessed are ye when they shall reproach you and persecute you, and 
speak all manner of evil against you for My sake. Rejoice and exult, 
Because your reward is great in the heavens. For so did they per- 
secute the prophets who were before you.| Lk. has: “ Blessed are ye 
when men shall hate you, and when they shall separate you, and 
reproach you, and cast out your name as evil for the sake of the 
Son of Man. Rejoice in that day and leap: for, behold, your 
reward is great in heaven. For likewise did their fathers treat the 
prophets.” 

pucOés] The later Jewish theology is much coloured by 
ideas of reward and punishment. In Wis 222 we read of the 
“reward of holiness” puods—éordrytos. Cf. Wis 515, 2 Es 7% 
83. 98 333. 39 7356. Occasionally, however, we find a protest agatnst 
the idea of reward for goodness. ‘Be not,” saith Antigonus 
of Socho, ‘‘as slaves who minister to the Lord in order to 
receive recompense,” Adoth 15. Here the thought is not that of 
reward for piety, but of future recompense for a present condition 
of persecution and reproach. The number of the Beatitudes is 
much disputed. They can be reckoned as seven by disconnecting 
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11-12 from the preceding verses and uniting ® and ™ as one (so 
Meyer), or by regarding v.° as a marginal gloss (so Bacon, Well- 
hausen) ; or they may be reckoned as eight by treating 1°!? as one 
beatitude (so Votaw), or by disconnecting 11! from the preceding 
(so Zahn). But it seems better to treat them as nine in number 
in spite of the fact that 4-!2 only repeat and apply v.!® to the 
disciples. In the Secrets of Enoch, two groups of Blessings occur, 
one (42°14) of nine, the other (52) of seven Beatitudes. 

ll. xa’ bua] Add Wevdduern, Bal. Om. DkS!. The word seems 
to have been added to limit a wide generalisation ; cf. v.*%. 

13-16. Not in Lk.’s sermon. 
18. Ye are the salt of the earth: but tf the salt have becomeEL 

insipid, wherewith shall tt be salted? tt ts no longer of any use, ex- 
cept to be cast out, and trodden under foot of men.| Cf. Lk 1434 %, 

The idea underlying ‘“‘salt” here is probably its use as a pre- 
servative. The disciples are the element in the world which keeps 
it wholesome, and delays the day of decay and of consequent judg- 
ment. But since salt may become useless for household purposes, 
and be thrown out of doors, so the disciples should beware lest they 
lose their essentially Christian character. The saying is probably 
proverbial, and it is needless to object that, properly speaking, salt 
cannot change its nature. It may become so soiled or mixed with 
dirt and other extraneous substances as to become practically useless. 

14. Ye are the light of the world. <A city set upon a hill cannotEL 
be hid. 

If Le designates the disciples as an element in the world, 
so light describes their attitude to it as one of aloofness and 
separation. But though separated from it they cannot but exer- 
cise an influence upon it, just as a city built on a hill is too 
conspicuous to remain unnoticed. For the light, cf. Zest. Zevd 148 
“Ve are the lights of Israel”; 2 Es 124? “ Thou only art left... 
as a lamp in a dark place”; Phil 2! For xewevy of a city, cf. 
2 Mac 4%. For the city, ci. Logia Jesu 7: ods axodopnpevyn 
éx dxpov dpous tynAod Kal éeorynprypévy ovte wecety Svvarar ove 
kpuByva. For the combination of “light” and ‘‘city,” cf. Cicero, 
Catilin. iv. 6: ‘‘ Videor enim mihi hanc urbem videre, lucem orbis 
terrarum atque arcem omnium gentium.” 

15. WVeither do they light a lamp, and place tt under the bushel, L 
but on the lampstand ; and tt lightens all who are in the house. | CE 
Lk 816 1183) Mk 421, 

16. So let your light shine before men, that they may see your lL 
good works, and glorify your Father who ts in the heavens.] 

Avxvia] a word of the later Greek writers for the Attic Avyviev. 
It is used in the LXX, Joseph., Luc., Philo, Galen, but was an old 
vernacular word. Cf. Kennedy, Sources, 40. 
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16. rov zateépa tpadv tov év tots ovpavois] The phrase is 
characteristic of Mt. See Introduction, p. lvi. It occurs besides 
only in Mk 11”, cf. Lk 114% As early as the books of Wisdom 
and Ecclesiasticus we find Israelites addressing God as “ Father” ; 
cf. Wis 216 143, Ecclus 23!-* ““O Lord, Father and Master of my 
life” ; and the idea of God as Father of the nation had been familiar 
from very primitive times. For examples from the later literature, 
cf. To 13* “our: Father,” Jud 1“ “their Father,” 3) Mac 5?)“ their 
merciful God and Father.” The term “ Father in heaven” is not 
infrequent in the Rabbinical literature; cf. Mechilta (Ugol.) 397: 
“my Father who is in heaven”; 331: “their Father who is in 
heaven”; Siphri (Ugol.) 871: “his Father who is in heaven” ; 
Aboth 5% “Jehuda ben Tema said, Be . . . strong as a lion to 
do the will of thy Father who is in heaven”; Sotah, ix. 15 (49°): 
“Upon whom shall we lean? Upon our Father who is in heaven” ; 
Rosh ha-Shana, iii. 8 (29%): ‘‘ As often as the Israelites directed their 
heart towards their Father who is in heaven they were strong” ; 
Shabbath 116%, Joma, viii. 9 (85>), Pestkta (Wiinsche), pp. 228, 
238; Vayyikra R.(Winsche), p. 222; Siphri (Ugol.) 593. These 
examples carry us back to the beginning of the second cent. a.D., for 
the speaker in the last case is Simeon ben Jochai, who lived ¢ 130 
A.D. Cf. Bacher, Ag. d. Zann.ii. 70 ff. For the phrase in Jewish 
literature, see Dalm. Words, pp. 184 ff. Bousset, Rel. Jud. p. 357, 
sees in the phrase a possible influence of Christianity upon Judaism; 
cf. Bischoff, Jesu und die Rabbinen, p.74. But it is not improbable 
that the phrase was already current in Palestine at the time of 
Christ. 

13-16. Two of the verses in this section find parallels in Lk. 
V.38 occurs in Lk 1434 in a somewhat different form, akin partly 
to Mt., partly to Mk 9°, where Lk. in his parallel passage omits it. 
Mt. also omits it in the parallel to Mk. V.5 finds a parallel in 
Lk 8!6= Mk 4?!, where Mt. omits it, and again in Lk 115%. It is 
therefore probable that Lk. had not this section in his Sermon, and 
that the editor of Mt. has inserted it here ; because it is more likely 
that Mt. should have inserted, in accordance with his general 
tendency to enlarge discourses, than that Lk should have omitted. 
The setting of these sayings in Lk 14*4 and 11°8 is not internally 
probable, and it seems very unlikely that he would have omitted 
them from the Sermon in order to place them afterwards in such 
artificial connections. The clauses tpets éore 76 GAas THS ys, duets 
éa7e TO Has TOD Kdcpov.are very probably editorial additions to link 
together detached sayings. 

L 17-20. Think not that I came to destroy the law or the prophets. 
I came not to destroy, but to fulfil. For verily I say to you, Till 
heaven and earth pass away, one yod or one tittle shall not pass 

1 He was a disciple of Akiba. 
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from the law, till all things come to pass. Whosoever therefore 
shall weaken one of these commandments (even) the least, and 
shall teach men so, shall be called least in the kingdom of the 
heavens: but whosoever shall do and teach (them), he shall be 
called great in the kingdom of the heavens. For I say to you, 
That except your righteousness shall exceed (that) of the scribes 
and Pharisees, ye shall not enter into the kingdom of the heavens.]| 
The meaning of the words is clear. Christ did not come to over- 
throw the authority of the Mosaic law, which was to be eternally 
binding upon the hearts and consciences of men. So long as the 
world lasted its authority was to be permanent. If any of His 
disciples taught men to disobey any of its commandments, he 
would be placed in an inferior position in the coming Kingdom. 
If he was a faithful servant of the law, and upheld its authority 
before men, he would receive high rank in the Kingdom. 

Commentators have exhausted their ingenuity in attempts to 
explain away this passage, but its meaning is too clear to be mis- 
understood. Christ is here represented as speaking in the spirit 
of Alexandrine and Rabbinical Judaism. 

Cf. Philo, Vita Mos. ii. 136: ‘(The Laws of Moses) will, it may be hoped, 
remain to all eternity immortal so long as sun and moon and the whole heaven 
and world last.” Ass. Mos 1? ‘‘ He has created the world for the sake of His 
law ” (reading /egem for plebem. See Bousset, Rel. Jud. p. 90). 2 Es 9%" ‘‘The 
law perisheth not, but abideth in its honour.” Joseph. Contra Apzon. ii. 277: 
**Our law remains immortal.” Bereshith R. x. 1 (Wiinsche, 39): ‘‘ Every- 
thing has its end, the heaven and the earth have their end, only one thing is 
excepted which has no end, and that is the law.” Shemoth R. 6 (Wiinsche, 
67): ‘* Nota letter shall be abolished from the law for ever”; Midrash Koh 
714 ‘The law shall remain in perpetuity for ever” ;} Adoth 17 ‘* Upon three 
things is the world supported: on the Thorah,” etc.  Skhemoth Rk. 33 
(Wiinsche, 261): ‘‘(The law) is an everlasting inheritance for Israel.” 
Vayyikra R. 19 (Wiinsche, 123): ‘‘If all the peoples of the world came 
together to rend a single word from the law, they could not do it.” 

The attitude to the law here described is inconsistent with 
the general tenor of the Sermon Vv.*!-48 are clearly intended to 
explain and illustrate the way in which Christ fulfilled the law. 
But they describe a fulfilment which consists in a penetrating 
insight into the true moral principles underlying the enactments 
of the Mosaic Code, and vwv.3* 89 directly traverse two propositions 
of the law. Fulfilment in this sense is something very different 
from the fulfilment which rests upon the idea of the permanent 
authority of the least commandment of the law (cf. v.1®). It seems 
probable, therefore, that vv.1%19 did not originally belong to the 
Sermon, but have been placed here by the editor, who has thus 
given to wAypaoat (=to bring into clear light the true scope and 
meaning) a sense (viz. to reaffirm and carry out in detail) which is 

1 Cited by Schoettgen, 27 loc. 
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foreign to the general tenor of the Sermon. V.!8 finds a parallel in 
an artificial context in Lk 1617. It is therefore a well-authenticated 
traditional utterance of Christ. Both it and v.!® may well have 
been spoken by Him on different occasions, and under circumstances 
which made His meaning clear, as hyperbolical expressions of respect 
for the authority of the general tenor and purport of the law. 

17. For xaradvew of overthrowing or destroying the authority 
of the law, cf. 2 Mac 2% 4", 4 Mac 593 179.—rov vouov % Tos 
mpopytas| The reference to the prophets seems out of place. It 
is the law alone which is taken into consideration in the rest of the 
chapter. The editor has probably added 7 rots zpodyras in view 
of the fact that, according to Christ’s teaching elsewhere, Prophets 
and Law alike (z.e. the whole O.T.) found their fulfilment in Him. 

mAnpaoa| See above. The sentence finds a distorted remini- 
scence in the Bab. Tal. Shadd. 116 “I gospel came not to diminish 
the law of Moses, but to add to the law of Moses did I come.” 

The verse as originally followed by v.2? meant: “I did not 
come, as you might think, to overthrow the authority of the law 
of Moses. In its general scope and purport its authority as an 
expression of the divine will is permanent. I came to fulfil it by 
emphasising its true meaning, and as being the Messiah whom 
it dimly foreshadowed. So far from depreciating it, I tell you 
that your ‘righteousness’ must be more fundamental than the 
‘righteousness’ of the scribes and Pharisees, based not upon 
external adherence to the letter of the law, but upon insight into 
the principles which underlie it.” 

If Christ was from this point of view the fulfiller of the law, 
He was from another its “‘end”; cf. Ro ro‘. 

As here expounded by the editor, the passage means: “I came 
to reaffirm the authority of the law of Moses, not to overthrow it. 
No particle of it shall lose its validity so long as the world lasts. 
Anyone who weakens the hold which the smallest commandment 
has over the minds of men will receive an inferior position in the 
coming Kingdom. He who obeys its precepts and teaches others 
to do so, will be ranked high in the Kingdom. For your ‘right- 
eousness’ is to be not less, but more exacting than that of the 
scribes and Pharisees.” 

7ABov] (cf. 98 104 1110 7524) has behind it the thought of the 
divine sending. 

L 18. Cf. Lk 16!7.—éuyv] For this word as characteristic of 
Christ’s diction, cf. Dalman, Words, 226 ff.—éws av mapéAOy 6 
ovpaves kai 4 yj] a hyperbolical expression signifying “never” ; cf. 
the passages from Philo and Bereshith R. quoted on v.!"; cf. also 
24*.—iéra] Yod=y, is the smallest letterin the Hebrew Square 
Alphabet. Bab. Sanh. 107% “If the yod which I took from 
Sarai (in changing it to Sarah) stood and complained many years 
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until Joshua came and I added it to him,” etc. xepaia] The 
Kepacat are presumably the small strokes that distinguish from one 
another otherwise similar letters of the Hebrew Alphabet. For 
examples of similar letters which may be confused and pervert 
the sense of a passage, see Vayyikra R. 19 (Wiinsche, 124).—ov 
py mapeXOn| For the construction, see Moulton, pp. 190-92. 
It is rare in the N.T. (except in words of Christ) and in the 
Papyri. 

éws av wavra yevytat| (1) Until all things (in the law) happen, 
z.e. receive their fulfilment” ; (2) parallel to and synonymous with 
€ws av wapeAOy, k.7.A., “until the end of the world.” The similarity 
to Philo, Vit. Mos. ii. 136: €ws av nAwos kal coedAnvyn Kal 6 cipras 
ovpaves Te kal Kdopos 7, rather favours this meaning. 

21-26. First illustration of the fulfilment of the law. 
21. Ve heard that it was satd to the ancients, Thou shalt not 

commit murder; and whosoever commits murder ts liable to the 
judgement. | 

nKovoaTe tt eppéOyn tots dpxaios] We might have expected, 
‘Tt is written in the law,” or ‘‘ Ye have read in the law”; cf. 125 
2116.42 5251; but here the audience presupposed is one of un- 
learned people (cf. 778). For the ‘‘hearing,” compare the saying of 
the multitude in Jn 1294 qxovoapev éx Tod vouov. Moreover, each 
word in the sentence is chosen in order to form a direct antithesis 
to éym 6& Aéyw tiv. This partly accounts for jxoveare rather 
than avéyvwre, and for éppé6y rather than yéyporra. Further, “it 
was said,” is the most frequent form of biblical citation in the 
Rabbinical writings ; cf. Bacher, i. 6. For antithesis in this Gospel, 
cf. 1523 and #5. ots dpyaious is difficult to parallel; but desire 
for antithesis to “I say,” having produced ‘Ye heard that it was 
said,” it is not easy to see what other phrase could have been 
found as a contrast to tiv. For the use of apxato. as the men of a 
past age, cf. Aristoph. £4. 5°73 Arist. Metaphys. Xl. JI. 25 p2soniand 
the phrases xara Tous dpxaious OF Kat’ apxatous quoted by Steph. 
Thes. 1. ii. 2098.—od goveioes|] is quoted from Ex 20%, Dt 518 
(LXX). The following words are not a direct quotation, but a 
summary of the teaching of the law; cf. Ex 210, For 7H Kpioe = 
the verdict of the judges, cf. Dt 178 ev Kploree dva pécov ala aljatos 
Kal ava pécov Kpiots Kpicews.—évoxos] is here apparently equivalent 
to the Rabbinic 1:>=condemned, guilty. €voxos rT pio. means 

guilty, and so condemned by the properly constituted authority. 
The phrase is therefore equivalent to ‘‘shall be put to death”; cf. 
26% fyoyos Oavarov= He is guilty (and worthy) of death. 

22. But [say to you, That every one who is angry with his brother y, 
shall be liable to the judgement. And whosoever shall say to his BP 
brother, Raca, shall be liable to the Sanhedrin. And whosoever 
shall say, Thou fool, shall be liable to the Gehenna of fire.| 
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Not only will the external act receive due punishment at human 
tribunals, but the inner feeling that prompts it is liable to the 
verdict of condemnation which will be pronounced by God. In 
other words, both prohibition and penalty must be interpreted 
spiritually as well as literally. The addition of the last two clauses 
is unexpected and difficult. Nothing further seems wanted. The 
law said that murder should be punished by the proper authority. 
Christ says that the feeling of anger which prompts the crime will 
meet with the divine condemnation. In this way He fulfilled the law 
by drawing out the moral principles which underlay the enactment. 
But the next two clauses seem to create an artificial distinction 
between different grades of enmity and between the penalties to 
be assigned to them. 1 cvvedpiw, the Sanhedrin, ze. the Supreme 
Court in Jerusalem, seems to presuppose the interpretation of ry 
Kpioe as equivalent to “the local district court.” Thus we have 
a climax: the local court, the Sanhedrin, the final judgement of 
God. The corresponding sins are anger, contempt, and abuse. 
But, of course, only the last two of these would, in fact, lead to 
trial either before a local court or the Sanhedrin. Nor is there 
any distinction between them to justify the increasing severity of 
punishment. 

Zahn thinks that Christ is here satirising by imitation the 
Scribal methods of exegesis ; showing their futility by a veductio ad 
absurdum which at the same time serves to emphasise his main 
point, that sins of the inner life are as culpable as those of the 
external act. Others would reconstruct the passage. Prof. 
Richards suggests that 22 and © should follow v.24. The three 
clauses would then form a Rabbinical comment and explanation of 
the text “‘Thou shalt not commit murder,” followed by Christ’s 
simple antithesis, “‘ Whosoever is angry” is liable to the judgement. 
But in this case 77 xpioe. =the local court, must be understood - in 
a sense different from that of t7 xpioec in Christ’s answer where 
it=the judgement of God. For another rearrangement of the 
verses, see DB, art. “Sermon on the Mount,” 26. The fact that 
as the passage stands xpioe: of v.21 and xpice: of v.22 must be taken 
in two different senses, suggests that 22 and © do not originally 
belong here. They may be duplicate versions of a saying which 
originally stood in some context similar to this, where a distinction 
was being drawn by Christ between moral disorder and external 
action. Or they may be current Scribal precepts added here by the 
editor in a manner which has led to their being understood as part 
of Christ’s words: “And (it was also said by the Scribes) whoso- 
ever,” etc. For parallels, cf. Avddushin 28 “He that calleth his 
neighbour a slave, let him be excommunicated ; he that calleth him 
a bastard, let him be punished with forty stripes”; Bab. Jez. 58°. 
Vv.21 and 22 will then mean: “It was said in the law that the 
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murderer should be subjected to the judgement of death. I say 
that anger is equally deserving of judgement.” 

‘Paxa] seems to be equivalent to the Aramaic xp’) =empty. 

It was a term of contemptuous address; cf. Ja 27%. It is not 
infrequently used in Jewish writings; cf. Bab. Berakh 32°, where 
it is applied by a ruler to one who had not returned his salute, 
Mechilta (Ugol.), 389, Sanhedrin 100%. 

pwpé] is the Greek word. It has quite unnecessarily been 
identified with the Hebrew A71ip, Nu 20! Since the Jews 

borrowed many foreign words, it is quite possible that pwpds was 
in use amongst the Aramaic-speaking population in Christ’s time. 
Or pwpé may be a translation of “Paxad. For examples of pwpds 
in the Midrashim, cf. Levy, euwheb. Worterb., and Pestkia, Rab. 
Kahana 14 (Winsche, p. 158), where it is used to explain Nu 20!°, 

yéeevvay Tov wupds| O37.) was the name of a valley on the 
south-west of Jerusalem. In Jewish literature it became a name 
for the place of punishment of the godless. It occurs in Afpoe. 
Bar 59" “the mouth of Gehenna”; 2 Es 7%6 “the furnace of 
Gehenna shall be revealed” ; and Zarg. /s 33!4 “‘ the wicked shall 
be given over to Gehenna, (to) burning of everlasting fire.” It 
occurs frequently in the later Rabbinical literature. It has three 
doors and seven names, Bab. Zrubh 19%. Fire has jth part of 
the heat of the fire of Gehenna, Bab. Berakh. 57. ‘‘ Those who 
are destined for Gehenna are called sons of Gehenna,” Rosh ha Sh 
17%. It was one of seven things created before the world, Bab. 
Pes 54%. Cf. Weber, Jiid. Theol. 341 ff.; Volz, Jiid. Eschat, 288 ff. 

TQ adekp@ attod] D al S! S? add elx#. The word has strong second 
century attestation, but may perhaps more probably have been added as a 
limitation of a wide generalisation, than omitted as unnecessary ; cf. on v.™. 

28, 24. First application of the preceding. 
Lf therefore thou art offering thy gift upon the altar, and there L 

shouldest remember that thy brother hath aught against thee; leave 
there thy gift before the altar, and go; first be reconciled to thy 
brother, and then come and offer thy gift. | 

éxer Te kata cov] Cf. Bab. Joma 87% S xnbw mS mn=he 
had something against. This section deals with the necessity of 
reconciliation with one’s neighbour before the day of Atonement. 
“‘ Rabbi Isaac said, If a man vexes his neighbour, even if it be only 
by what he has said, he must be reconciled to him.” 

25, 26. Second application. Cf. Lk 1257-59, 
Be agreed with thine adversary quickly, whilst thou art with him L 

on the way (to judgement) ,; lest the adversary deliver thee to the 
judge, and the judge deliver thee to the officer, and thou be cast into 
prison. Verily I say to thee, Thou shalt not come out thence, until 
thou payest the last farthing. 

4 
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ewvoev only here in N.T. ‘Its regular meaning is ‘be well 
disposed to,’ ‘have goodwill to.’” Abbott, Johannine Vocabulary, 
1714°%. The avridicos in this passage should be parallel to adeAdds 
in the preceding verses. The brother who has been wronged must 
be appeased ; and the adversary must be agreed with, in accordance 
with the principle that murder includes anger and all such tur- 
bulent passions of the soul! dy7riduxos in this connection should 
therefore mean “prosecutor”; cf. Lk 18°. But with this meaning 
vv.25> and 26 have no real point, and 2°24 and 2-26 are not in any 
true sense parallel. Vv.?-24 apply the principle of v.72. ‘* Because 
anger is implied in the command ‘do not murder,’ therefore 
remove all cause for anger before coming before God with a gift.” 
That is an exhortation with an implicit warning. ‘‘God will not 
accept the gift of an offerer whose heart is stained with evil 
passion.”  Vv.%5-26 suggest in the first few words that we have a 
second application: “For the same reason be reconciled with 
one who has legal claims against you”; but the following words 
carry us into a new atmosphere of thought: ‘Be reconciled” not 
“because God condemns anger,” but “lest you meet the due re- 
ward of your wrongdoing and languish in prison.” Of course it is 
possible to obtain some sort of connection between the verses by 
Spiritualising the details of vv.75?6 ‘On the road through life be 
careful to settle your accounts with spiritual enemies, lest you come 
at last before God, the Judge of all, and by Him be cast into hell.” 
But in this case the idea involved in davridixos falls into the back- 
ground, and must remain in ambiguity as an unessential element 
in the saying, whereas its position shows that it is obviously as 
important as is adeAgos in v.78, There can be little doubt that 
the connection here is literary and artificial The editor has 
appended to the saying about ‘‘the brother who has aught against 
thee” another about “thy adversary,” ze. “thy prosecutor,” in 
spite of the fact that as a whole the general purport of the sayings 
is quite different. Vv.%5-?6 are clearly a warning against the risk of 
appearing before God at the judgement day unreconciled to Him. 
He is alike Prosecutor and Judge and executor of judgement. Lk 
(1257-59) has the saying in a context to which this meaning is more 
applicable. For a somewhat similar legal simile of the relation of 
men to God, cf. Ad 32°. “The office is open; and the broker 
gives credit; and the ledger is open; and the hand writes; and 
whosoever will, comes and borrows ; and the bailiffs (}'"3) go round 
continually every day and exact from a man whether he wills or 
not; and they have whereon to rest (¢.e. the arm of the law), 
and. the judgement is a judgement of truth.” For God as Judge 

1Cf. The Instruction of Ptah-Hotep, p : Set out therefore after a 
quarrel ; be at peace with him that is odtile tS (thee) his opponent. It is 
such souls that make love grow.’ 
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and Prosecutor, cf. 4d 4% “He is Judge, and He is Witness, 
and He is Plaintiff” (4 5ya). 

27-28. Second illustration. 
Ye heard that it was said, Thou shalt not commit adultery. L 

But I say to you, That every one who looks upon a woman to desire 
her hath already committed adultery with her in his heart.) 

od porxevoets] Ex 20!8, Dt 517. The prohibition includes also 
lustful thoughts. —6 Brérwv yuvaixa] Cf. Jer. Challah 58°; Bab. 
Berakh 24%, quoted by Lightfoot ; and Shadéath 64”. 

érOupnoo aityv| Unclassical; but cf. Ex 2017, Dt 52! ovx 
eriOupnoers THY yuvaika Tov tAnoiov cov; cf. Blass, p. 102. 

29. First application of this. 
And tf thy right eye is causing thee to stumble (by inducing lustful Lh 

thoughts), pluck tt out, and cast tt from thee: for it is better for thee 
that one of thy members perish, than that thy whole body be cast 
into Gehenna. | 

deéuds as applied to a hand seems to emphasise it as being 
the more valued of the two. It is here transferred to the eye by a 
natural assimilation of the two phrases. 

oxavoadife. Occurs outside the New Testament in LXX Dn 
bie nin Aguila bs, 63% Is: 40% 634, Pra Dn ai): in. Recluse? 
238 3215; in Sym. Is 821; in /s-So/ 167, and in eccles. writers. 

30. Second application. 
And if thy right hand ts causing thee to stumble, cut tt off, andL 

cast it from thee: for it is better for thee that one of thy members 
perish, than that thy whole body go away into Gehenna.| 

For the hand as an instrument of lust, see Bab. Widdah 13, 
quoted by Lightfoot. For the greater value of the right hand, cf. 
Bab. Berakh 62%. Vv.?9 39 occur again in substance in 18° ®; and 
it has been questioned whether their position here is not artificial. 
V.%0 is omitted by D and S!. But they may well have been spoken 
in this connection. The lustful look, v.%8, suggests the thought 
that the offending member, the eye, should be plucked out; and 
this leads quite naturally to the thought of another member, 
the hand, which is a ready instrument wherewith to satisfy desire. 
Sight and contact which stimulate passion are alike to be avoided. 
For sight in this connection, cf. Job 311 

80. Is omitted by S'. This and the previous verse have the same ending 
in S?, and the verse may have been passed over for that reason by the 
scribe of S1, 

81. Special application to divorce. 
And it was said that, Whosoever shall put away his wife, let L 

him give to her a bill of divorcement.| Cf. Dt 241% ypape airy 
BiBXtov arooraciov. amvoortdo.v occurs also in Is 501, Jer 38 
éOwka airy BiBXdlov aroctaciov, 



52 THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO S. MATTHEW [v. 32-37. 

L 82. But Tsay to you, That every one who puts away his wife, 
except on account of fornication, causes her to commit adultery: 
and whosoever marries her that has been put away commits 
adultery.| Cf. Lk 16!8,—7rapexrés Adyou wopveias] Adyou ropveias 
is probably equivalent to the Heb. Any 125= “something un- 
chaste,” which the school of Shammai decreed to be the only ground 
of divorce; cf. Gzttim 9o*1 ‘No one shall divorce his wife unless 
there be found in her something unchaste.” opveta defines the 
unchastity as illicit sexual intercourse. It is, however, open to 
question whether this exception is not an addition of the editor, 
representing no doubt two influences, viz. Jewish custom and 
tradition, and the exigencies of ethical necessity in the early 
Christian Church. A similar exception is made in 1099, and it 
will there be seen that the clause is clearly an interpolation. 
There is, therefore, a presumption that it has also been inter- 
polated here. Moreover, the teaching of Christ as recorded by 
S. Mark (10!) seems to preclude any such exception. And S. 
Luke represents His teaching as a simple prohibition of divorce 
without reservation (1618), The same may be said of S. Paul’s 
account of Christ’s teaching, 1 Co 7!% 4.—zovet atriy porxevojvar] 
The clause implies the circumstance that after divorce the woman 
will be likely to marry again. In that case the divorce will have 
been the means of leading her to marry again ; and so from Christ’s 
standpoint, though not legaliy, committing adultery, because accord- 
ing to His teaching the divorce was ideally wrong, and the first mar- 
riage was ideally still valid.—6s édv] cf. Moulton, 42 ff.—porxarar] 
because she is ideally still the wife of the first husband. Christ’s 
teaching here therefore seems to admit of no exceptions. If a 
man divorces his wife, he causes her to commit adultery (it being 
presupposed that she will remarry), because ideally her first marriage 
still holds good. If a man marries such a divorced woman, -he 
not only causes her to commit adultery, but himself does so, since 
he marries one who ideally is still the wife of her first husband. 
The interpolated clause confuses the issues. If a man divorced 
his wife for wopveta, he would not then cause her to commit 
adultery, because she would already be guilty of this crime. 

82. mas 6 dro\iwy] So NBal. 8s av dmodvcy has strong second cen- 
tury attestation, DS'S?k. The first reading might be due to assimilation 
to vv.** °8, the second to assimilation to v.*!, But in a writer fond of sharp 
antithesis, the second reading is more probable here, to contrast with v.*; 
cf. Introduction, p. xxxi.—xal 6s dav—potxarau] Omit Dabk. 

83-37. Third illustration. 
EL Again, ye heard that it was said to the ancients, Thou shalt not 

swear falsely, but shalt pay thy oaths to the Lord. But Tsay to you, 
Swear not at all; neither by the heaven, because it is the throne of 
God; nor by the earth, because tt ts the footstool of His feet ; nor by 

1 =Mishnah Git¢7in 9”, 
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Jerusalem, because tt 1s the city of the great King. And swear 
not by thy head, because thou canst not make one hair white or black. 
But let your speech be, Yea, yea; Nay, nay: and whatever goes 
beyond these (comes) of what is evil. | 

For the whole passage, cf. Secrets of Enoch 49!: “For I 
swear to you, my children; but I will not swear by a single oath, 
neither by heaven, nor by earth, nor by any other creature which 
God made. God said, There is no swearing in Me, nor injustice, 
but truth. If there be no truth in men, let them swear by a 
word, yea, yea, or nay, nay,” and the passages from Philo cited in 
Charles’ note. 

ovk emiopxyoes| Cf. Lev 19!%.—droddces—rois Spkovs cov 
Cf. Dt 2374, Ps 50!4, Nu 30%.—Opdvos] Cf. Is bien 
A late word found in Lucian, Athenzeus, LXX, Egyptian Papyri ; 
cf. Deissm. Bid. Stud. 223. Cf. Is 661, La 21.—'lepoodéAvpa] 
Cf. on 21.—zoXus éorl tot peyddov Baoiiéws|] Cf. Ps 473. dpuvdew 
€év is common in the LXX. For the interchange of eis and ey, cf. 
Blass, p. 123, and for swearing, cf. 23162, Ja s!2, In its present 
connection the sequence of thought is confused. ‘Thou shalt 
not swear falsely, but shalt pay to the Lord thy oaths,” must, as 
a reference to Nu 30? shows, mean, “If you bind yourself by an 
oath, you must carry out your promise.” ‘The emphasis is here 
clearly not on the way in which the promise is made, whether by 
an oath or otherwise, but on the necessity of fulfilling promises 
made to God. That is to say, the “swearing” is merely incidental. 
“ Promise” or “ pledge yourself” would be equally in point. But 
“swear not at all” lays all the emphasis on émiopxyoes, and 
neglects altogether the second half of the clause. Again, it seems 
improbable that Christ should have found in the incidental 
references to swearing in connection with religious vows in the 
Old Testament, a text upon which to hang His “swear not at all” ; 
because it is clear that His utterance has in view not the solemn 
use of oaths in religion, but the casuistical distinctions made by 
the Jews between different formulas in swearing. In other words, 
His teaching here is opposed to Jewish tradition, instead of being, 
as we should here expect, interpretative of Scripture. It seems 
probable that the editor has adapted words traditionally ascribed 
to Christ, vv.°4-37, to this context by providing for them an artificial 
antithesis from the Old Testament, v.°%. Leaving v.°8 out of con- 
sideration, the meaning will be that Christ’s disciples should avoid 
as far as possible the use of unnecessarily strong expressions of 
affirmation. The Jews avoided swearing by the divine name, and 
used equivalents for it. The Christian disciple should avoid these. 
For him Yes and No should be sufficient. His ungarnished 
statements should carry with them the authority of truthfulness. 
The necessity for supporting simple statements of fact by artificial 
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formulas of swearing, arises from the evil in life which obscures 
truth, The Talmud Sazhed 36% discusses the question whether 
Yes and No are oaths, and decides that they are oaths if repeated 
twice. Here we should expect a simple va/and ov. They seem 
to be repeated to add emphasis. Ja 5!% has the saying in a 
slightly different form: “ Let your Yes be Yes,” that is, let your 
statements carry with them the assurance of their accuracy. And 
the saying is not infrequently quoted in this form in early writers. 
Cf. Resch, Parvalleltexte, ii. 96 ff. Zahn thinks that James 
represents Christ’s words more closely than the Gospel. But it 
may be questioned whether the construction in the Epistle is not 
due to a grecising of the original. 

88-39%. Fourth illustration. 
Ye heard that it was said, Eye for eye, and tooth for tooth. 

But I say unto you, Resist not the malicious.) Cf. Ex 21%, 
Lev 247°) Dt 1971. 

We are here carried into the atmosphere of the law court. 
One element in Jewish law was the rough adaptation of punish- 
ment to crime. From the individual point of view, recourse to 
law for protection against injury meant an attempt to retaliate 
upon the offender through the arm of the law. ‘The question is 
here contemplated from the point of view of the individual 
wronged, not from that of social justice. So far from seeking to 
injure his oppressor by calling in the aid of the law to inflict 
penalties upon him, the Christian disciple should quietly submit 
to wrong. We need not ask as to the gender of 7@ zovypa. Just 
as in v.87 it meant the evil and sinful element in life regarded 
from the abstract point of view, so here it is the same element 
contemplated as in action through an individual. For the /ex 
talionis in Jewish and Babylonian law, cf. Johns, Zhe Oldest Code, 
and Cook, Zhe Laws of Moses and the Code of Hammurabi, 249 ff. 

89°42. Fivefold application. Cf. Lk 629-30, 
L But whosoever smiteth thee upon thy right cheek, turn to him 

also the other. And ifa man wishes to goto law with thee, and 
to take thy coat, suffer him (to take) also thy cloke. And whosoever 
shall impress thee for one mile, go with him two. To him that asketh 
give, and turn not away from him that wishes to borrow of thee. | 

xrév] The coat worn with a girdle over the shirt.—ipdriov] 
The cloak worn over the xitdv. See DB, art. “ Dress.” 
dyyapeve is Persian in origin. dyyapo. were the mounted couriers 
who conveyed the royal messages, cf. Hdt. 8%. The verb is 
found in Jos. Awf. xiii. 52, with reference to the compulsory trans- 
portation of military baggage, but occurs as early as the third 
century B.c. in Egypt in reference to a boat used for postal service. 
See Deissm. Bzd. Stud. 86f. The substantive dyyapeta seems to 
have been borrowed by the Jews. Cf. Dalman, Worerbuch, 1. 23. 
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pidvov] A word of Latin origin used in later writers, Polyb., 
Plut., Strabo. Like dyyapeta, it occurs in the later Jewish litera- 
ture, Targ., Bab. Talmud (Joma 67%, Sanh 96*), Midrashim. 
Only here in the N.T. 

For 76 @éAovte in v.49 D has 6 6éAwv, the nominative being a 
casus pendens. Cf. 179 Kat xataBaivovres, D3; 1714 wat eAOwv, D. 
See Moulton, 69, 225, and Wellhausen, Zzm/. p. 13. 

43-48. Fifth illustration. Cf. Lk 6?7-%6, 
Ye heard that it was said, Thou shalt love thy neighbour, and \L 

shalt hate thy enemy. But I say to you, Love your enemtes, and 
pray for those who persecute you ; that you may be sons of your Father 
who is in the heavens: because He causes His sun to rise upon evil 
and good, and sends rain upon just and unjust. For tf ye love those 
who love you, what reward have ye? do not even the toll-gatherers 
do the same? And tf ye have saluted your brethren only, what more 
do ye (than they)? do not even the Gentiles do the same? Ye shall 
therefore be perfect, as your heavenly Father ts perfect. | 

The first clause is found in Lev 198, the second 1s an inference 
from the distinction drawn in the Old Testament between conduct 
towards Israelites and conduct towards Gentiles. Christ here 
sweeps away all casuistical distinctions between neighbours and 
enemies, Jews and Gentiles. The neighbour of the Old Testa- 
ment is to include the enemy. Love is to seek the good of all 
men alike, regardless of moral or racial distinctions. In this 
respect the Christian disciple is to be a son of the heavenly Father, 
z.é. like Him in moral character. For He bestows His blessing 
on all alike. Cf. Secrets of Enoch 504 “When you might have 
vengeance do not repay, either your neighbour or your enemy.” 
Buddhist and Christian Gospels, Edmunds, p. 82: 

**Let one conquer wrath by absence of wrath, 
Let one conquer wrong by goodness, 
Let one conquer the mean man by a gift, 
And a liar by the truth.” 

For zatpos tuav rod év otpavois, see on v.18.—fpéxer] In this 
sense poetical and vernacular. See Kennedy, Sources, 39. It is 
common in LXX and N.T. teAdvys here as in the Rabbinical 
literature, used as descriptive of a despised class of men; cf. 
Schirrer, I. ii. 71. dowdonoGe defines the practical method of the 
prayer of v.44. The divine blessing is to be invoked on all, regard- 
less of distinctions of race and religion, not only on brethren, ze. 
Jews. évixoi is apparently equivalent to Gentiles, cf. 67 1817, and 
3 Jn 7. In Oxyrhynchus Papyri, i, 126. 13, A.D. 573, it seems to 
signify a collector of taxes. 

48. ré\eos] Lk. has oixrippwv, but it is probable that he sub- 
stitutes this word to emphasise the particular aspect of “‘ perfection.” 
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which the whole context in his Sermon makes prominent. “ Per- 
fection” in the Old Testament means “ without moral blemish,” 
and can be used of upright men such as Noah (Gn 6°), Job (1!). 
It is enjoined in Dt 18}8 réXeos eon evavtiov Kupiov Tod Geod cov. 
Here the context defines it as perfection in love, which seeks the 
good of all men. God is perfect, because He bestows His favour 
on all alike. The whole section is aimed at definitions of the word 
“neighbour,” which would limit its application to a particular 
class who must be treated in accordance with the command “to 
love,” whilst others not included in it might be treated in a differ- 
ent way. “ Perfection” contemplates all men alike from the stand- 
point of love, and this is in accord with God’s dealings with men. 
Compassion or mercy is a rather one-sided application of this idea. 

44. rods éxOpo’s tuev] Add ev’doye?re Tos KaTapwudvous buds Kaas 
moveire Tos pucodvTas wuds, D al from Lk 6*8, 

bmép Tav] Add érnpeafovTwv buds xal, D a/ from Lk 6%; cf. note on 1”, 
47. The verse is omitted by S!k either by homceoteleuton or intention- 

ally. The “salute” is widened into “‘love” by Aphraates. 

VI. 1-18. Three illustrations of the statement that “righteous- 
ness” is not to be like that of ‘‘the hypocrites.” 

L 1. Take heed that ye do not your righteousness before men, to be 
seen of them: tf ye do, ye have no reward from your Father who ts 
in the heavens. | 

ducacoovvynv refers back to 57°. “Righteousness” is to exceed 
that of the scribes and Pharisees in the sense illustrated in 521-48, 
It is also to differ in kind from that of the scribes and Pharisees in 
avoiding ostentation.—@ea@jvat adrots] For the construction, cf. 
23°, and see Blass, p. 113. 

2-4. First illustration. 
L 2 But when thou art doing alms, do not sound a trumpet before 

thee, as the hypocrites do in the synagogues and tn the streets, that 
they may be glorified by men. Verily I say to you, They have their 
reward already. | 

gaArions| Not to be taken literally, but as a metaphor for 
methods of attracting notice.—oi toxpitai] ze. the scribes and 
Pharisees ; cf, 157 2218 2313-14. 15. 23. 25. 27. 29, 

pvpas] See Kennedy, Sources, p. 15. 
drws dofacbicw] Contrast Bad. Bathra 10” “ They (idolators) 

only do alms to be exalted.” 
azéxovot] For azéyw and its use in receipts, see Deissm. idle 

Studies, p. 229. It means here, ‘‘ They have their reward now, and 
can expect none in future.” 

L 3. But when thou doest alms, let not thy left hand know what 
thy right hand doeth.|\—ood dé rowdvros] For the construction of 
the participle, see Blass, p. 252; Moulton, p. 74. 

L 4. That thy alms may be (done) in secret: and thy Father who 
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sees what is secret shall recompense thee openly.| Cf. Bab, Bathra 
g> “ He who does alms in secret is greater than Moses our teacher.” 

6 Brerwv ev TO Kputtd] Cf. Sofah g* “She does it in secret ; 
but He who sits in the secret place, the Most High, looks upon her.” 

1. dixacoc’vnvy] SoN* #>BDS!; étenuocivny, EK al; dbow,®*; gift, 
S?. dixacoc’vn is probably original, because v.! is a general introduction to 
the following section. The ‘‘ righteousness” which is not to be ostentati- 
ously paraded is illustrated under the three subdivisions of ‘‘alms” 74, 
‘* prayer” *8, ‘* fasting” 1618, Sixacoodvny has, therefore, much the same 
sense as in 5%”, and means the religious life as expressed in the carrying out 
of religious duties. The variant reading is due to the fact that the Hebrew 
and Aramaic 7p7s, x7ps had acquired the sense of ‘‘alms,” and that zrovety 
dikaroctvnv might, therefore, have the meaning to do alms in any context 
where this meaning was required.—éAenuwoovvn] is the substitution of a more 
direct synonym for d:xatoovv7 understood (wrongly here) in the sense of ‘‘alms.” 

4. amoddéce co] Add év re gavep@, EKalSlabcfgthq. The agree- 
ment of the Old Syriac and the Old Latin proves the reading to be an ancient 
one. And such antithesis is in the style of Mt. Cf. Intro. p. xxxi. If it is 
genuine here, its occurrence, in some authorities, in vv.® and 18 is accounted 
for as an assimilation to this passage. 

5-8. Second illustration. 
5. And when ye pray, ye shall not be as the hypocrites: because L 

they love to pray standing in the synagogues and in the corners of the 
open places, that they may be seen of men. Verily Isay to you, That 
they have their reward already.| ‘The whole verse is omitted by S}. 

ovk éceoGe] For the fut. ind., cf. Blass, p. 209. 
6. But thou, when thou prayest, enter into thy chamber, andL 

having shut thy door, pray to thy Father who ts in secret ; and thy 
Father who sees what ts secret shall recompense thee. | 

rapecov] The word thus spelt occurs in the Papyri. See Deissm. 
Bible Studies, p. 182; Blass, p. 23; Ditt. Sy//. 418. 10, 87; 892. 6. 
—dzodéae] The verb seems less relevant here and in v.!8 than in 
v.4, where it forms a contrast to “give alms.” Here the emphasis 
is not on the answering of prayer, but on the reward of avoidance 
of ostentation. Mt. adds other sayings which bear upon the same 
subject, vv.715, 

7. And when ye pray, do not speak idly, as do the heathen: for 
they think they shall be heard for their quantity of words. | 

éOvixot] See on 547.—arroroyjonte] The Sinaitic Syriac 
renders “do not be saying battalatha,” z.e. idle things. The mean- 
ing of BarroAoyetv is unknown. It may be an attempt to render 

xno wx. This and the following verse probably comes from 
the Logia, but did not stand there in the Sermon. It is directed 
against heathen, not against hypocrites = Pharisees. 

8. Be not therefore like to them: for your Father knoweth what L 
things ye need, before you ask Him.] 

olde yap 6 ratipp tpyav| Cf. v.22= Lk 12°°.—airjoa}] Dh have 
dvoifar To oropa. For ‘‘ before you ask Him,” cf. Is 6574, 
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9. The editor here adds, vv.%1!2, the Lord’s Prayer. This is 
found in Lk 11! in a different context and in a shorter form. 
Mt. probably drew it from the Logia. In the source from which 
Lk. drew it its Jewish and eschatological colouring had been 
partially obscured. The Jewish phrase “which art in heaven” 
had been omitted. The further omission of ‘ Thy will be done 
as in heaven, so upon earth,” partially obscures the eschatological 
significance of the first three petitions as they stand in the first 
Gospel. The substitution of sins (auaprias) for édeAjpara avoids 
the Jewish metaphor implied in the latter word. Lastly, the 
omission of “but deliver us from evil” avoids an ambiguous 
phrase. See below. 

L Thus therefore pray ye: Our Father which art in the heavens, 
Hallowed be Thy name. Thy kingdom come. Thy will be done, as in 
heaven so upon earth. Our daily bread give us to-day. And forgive 
us our debts, as we forgave our debtors. And lead us not into tempta- 
tion, but deliver us from the evil.|—obrws| t.e. “after this manner,” not 
“in these words.” —iyets | in contrast to avrots, v.8.—zdrep—é év Tots 
ovpavois} See on 516 ‘The first three petitions are eschatological 
in scope, and pray for the inauguration of the kingdom; cf. 
Introduction, p. lxix.. For the aorist imperatives as appropriate in 
prayer, cf. Moulton, p. 173. When the kingdom has come, God’s 
name will be sanctified and His will will be realised.—dy:ac@yjrw 76 
dvopa cov] Cf. Is 29% “They shall sanctify My name,” Ezk 367 
* T will sanctify My great name.” The ‘‘name” of God is equivalent 
to His nature as revealed. In one respect His name is profaned 
when His people are ill-treated. The sin of the nation which 
brought about the captivity had caused a profanation of the Name, 
Is 4375 4811, Ezk 3670-23, By their restoration His name was to be 
sanctified. But this sanctification was only a foreshadowing of a 
still future consummation. Only when the ‘‘ kingdom ” came would 
God’s name be wholly sanctified in the final redemption of His 
people from reproach. Thus the petition, “Hallowed be Thy 
name,” carries with it the anticipation of the next clause. 
“Hallowed be Thy name.” Yes, but when can that be? Only 
when the kingdom is inaugurated. So “Thy kingdom come.” 
Cf. the collocation of the two clauses, ‘‘May His great name be 
sanctified,” and ‘“‘ May His sovereignty reign,” in the Jewish prayer 
cited below. Further, when His name has been sanctified in the 
redemption of His people and in the establishment of the kingdom, 
then, and then only, will it be true that God’s will is done. Hence 
the third petition forms the climax of the first two. D*abck 
omit &s before év ovpavd. With or without as the sense is the 
same: ‘‘May Thy will be done” throughout the universe. The 
addition of &s év otpav@ xal ézi (THs) yjs does not exclude the 
reference to the coming “‘ kingdom,” since there is nothing in the 
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Gospel which leads us to believe that the editor thought of that 
kingdom as purely heavenly or spiritual. ‘True, the Son of Man 
is to come on the clouds of heaven, and the elect are to be 
gathered from the ends of the earth. But, on the other hand, the 
wicked are to be gathered out of the kingdom, and the just to 
shine forth in it (13448). The phrase ‘‘heaven and earth shall 
pass away,” 24°%5, need not be anything more than a rhetorical 
statement by contrast of the eternal validity of Christ’s words ; 
cf. 518. Even if they are understood as a direct statement of a 
future passing away of the heaven and earth (cf. Is 65!” 667), they 
must be interpreted in the light of the conception of the raAvyyev- 
ecia of 1978, in which the apostles are to judge the twelve tribes of 
Israel. The contrast heaven-earth is frequent in the later Jewish 
literature ; cf. Berakh 29 “Do Thy will in heaven above, and give 
rest of spirit to them that fear Thee beneath”; 17% “‘ May it be 
Thy will, O Lord our God, to establish peace in the upper family 
and in the lower family”; Joma 39 “‘If a man sanctifies himself 
below, they sanctify him above” ; cf. Ps 135°. 

The prayer passes from aspiration for the sanctification of God’s 
name by the inauguration of the “kingdom,” in which His will will 
be universally recognised and carried into effect, to three petitions 
which concern the daily life of those who are awaiting the ‘‘king- 
dom.” ‘The first is for the satisfaction of bodily necessities. 

ll. Give us to-day our daily bread.|\—onpepov| Lk. has 76 kal? 
neépav and déidov for 8ds.—emovoros] The word is obscure. The 
Syriac versions S! S* have “continual bread,” but S* ‘‘ bread of our 
necessity.” Jerome says that the Gospel according to the Hebrews 
had “of the morrow,” and this would agree with the usual deriva- 
tion of ézovo.os from the participle éemotoa. Cf. the phrase 7 
eriovoa (71ép2)= “the morrow.” But this meaning does not 
harmonise readily with onpepov in this verse, nor with 6%4 ‘Take 
no thought for the morrow,” and Greek phrases for “for the 
morrow” were ready to hand without coining a new adjective for 
the purpose. Jerome substituted supersubstantialem in Mt. For 
this and other renderings, see Chase, Zexts and Studies, 1. 3, 
pp. 42-53. It is difficult not to think that roy éervovetov rests upon 
misunderstanding (false transliteration ?) of an original Aramaic 
phrase, or upon a Greek corruption. If Lk. did not borrow it 
from Mt., their agreement proves that the word must have become 
stereotyped in Greek versions of the prayer at a very early period. 
We should expect a phrase corresponding to the “my needful 
bread” of Pr 308; cf. Job 23}%. 

The second is for the divine forgiveness of sin: ‘‘ And remit 
to us our debts, as we also remitted to our debtors.” The concep- 
tion of man’s indebtedness to God, and of his inability to pay the 
debt as constituting a state of sin which can only be removed by 
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the divine remission of the debt and forgiveness of the sin, is 
illustrated in 1871-85, where also the divine forgiveness is represented 
as conditional upon the forgiveness by men of their fellows. Cf. 
the saying of Rabbi Akiba in Adoth 3° ‘‘ Everything is given on 
pledge, and the net is cast over all the living. The office is open; 
and the broker gives credit; and the ledger is open; and the hand 
writes ; and whosoever will borrow comes and borrows ; and the 
bailiffs go round continually day by day, and exact from a man 
whether he wills or not; and they have whereon to lean; and the 
judgement is a judgement of truth.” For the Aramaic x2\n=debt 
or sin, cf. Zarg. Zs 53°= Heb. pwn. 

The third petition is for deliverance from the evil that is in the 
world. The thought is that God allows men to be led into 
circumstances of moral danger and temptation. They are to pray 
that He will so overrule the circumstances of life that they may not 
come into positions of trial and difficulty, and that in any case He 
will deliver them from the snares of evil. The terms are left 
purposely ambiguous. 6 zovypds in 13)%-?8 means the Devil, who 
is the personification of evil. But here as in 5%” it is better to 
assume a nominative 76 zovypdv, and to think of ‘the evil” asa 
wide generalisation of the evil element in life. 

12. adjxapev] N* BZ. ddlouer, Dal; ddlewev, N°Gal; ddlwyev, L. 
‘*So that we also may,” S?.. The right reading in Lk 114 is d¢lowev. The 
renderings of the Syriac versions are striking. In Mt. S!is wanting. S? has: 
‘*so that we also may.” In Lk. S! has: ‘‘and we also ourselves forgive” ; 
S? “‘and we also will forgive.” The Acts of Thomas has: ‘‘ that also we may 
forgive.” S*% has: ‘‘have forgiven” in both Gospels. In other words, the 
early Syriac tradition understood the clause as a final one. But vv.!4 and 
demand acomparative sense. d7jxapev has the best attestation. The variants 
seem to be assimilations to Lk. 

18. The doxology is omitted by NBD Z. Its insertion seems to be due 
to the liturgical use of the Lord’s Prayer, and the early forms of it vary. k 
has: ‘‘quoniam est tibi virtus in szecula seeculorum” ; S? ‘‘ Because Thine is 
the kingdom and the glory for ever and ever, Amen.” The Acts of Thomas 
omits it. The Dzdaché has: ‘‘ For thine is the power and the glory for ever.” 

With vv.%!2 compare the ancient synagogal prayer known as the 
Kaddisch. I translate from Dalman’s Messtanische Texte, appended 
to his Die Worte Jesu, Leipzig, 1898: 

“May His great name be magnified and sanctified in the world 
which He has created according to His will. May His sovereignty 
reign” (or kingdom rule) ; or, ‘‘And may He cause His sovereignty 
to reign [and His redemption to shoot forth, and may He bring 
near His Messiah, and redeem His people] in your life and in your 
days, and in the life of all the house of Israel, speedily, and at a 
near time. And say ye Amen.” 

L 14. For if ye forgive men their trespasses, your heavenly Father 
will also forgive you. | 

Similar words occur in Mk 11%5 “And when ye stand praying, 
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forgive, if ye have anything against any one: that your Father who 
is in heaven may forgive you your trespasses.” Mt. has omitted 
them in the parallel to that passage, if indeed they stood in his 
copy of Mk. He inserts them here with the next verse from the 
Logia ; cf. also 18%. 

15. Lut of ye forgive not men their trespasses, neither will your L 
father forgive your trespasses. 

16-18. Third illustration. 
“And when ye fast, be not, as the hypocrites, of a sad countenance ; L 

for they disfigure their faces that they may be seen to fast by men. 
Verily I say to you, That they have their reward already. | 

oxvOpwroi| in the N.T. only again Lk 241% In the LXX it 
occurs Gn 40’, Neh 2}, Ecclus 25%, and Dn Th 1!°.—ddavigovor]. 
Cf. Joel 2” Kat ddavid 76 rpdcwrov airodv, where, however, the sense 
is different. ddavifew seems not to be used elsewhere in this sense 
of the face. Cf. the epithet pynayn=‘“‘dyed,” applied to the 
Pharisees by King Jannai in B. Sofah 22> (Wiinsche, 299). aqavi- 
few may have been chosen here to rhyme with g¢avéo. 

17-18. But thou, when thou art fasting, anoint thy head, and L 
wash thy face; that thou be seen not by men to fast, but by thy Father 
who tsin secret. And thy Father, who sees what ts secret, shall recom- 
pense thee. | 

arodwae] See on v.§ 
VI. 19-VII. 6. Three prohibitions. 
(2) VI. 19-34. Relation to wealth. 
This section finds parallels in Lk 1222-34 113435 7618, Mt. drew 

most of it from the Logia, but may have massed together sayings 
or groups of sayings which were there disconnected. V.1® may 
have been attached to 1%!8 because of the occurrence in both of 
the verb adavileav. 

19. Lay not up for yourselves treasures upon the earth, where 
moth and rust mar, and where thieves break through and steal.| 
Lk 12%3 has: “Sell your goods and give alms. Make for yourselves 
purses that do not become old.” 

20. But lay up for yourselves treasures in heaven, where neither i 
moth nor rust doth mar, and where thieves do not break through nor 
steal.| Lk 12°% has: “a treasure unfailing in the heavens, where 
thief approaches not, nor moth corrupts.” Cf. Zest. Lev? 13° “ Do 
righteousness, my sons, upon earth, that you may have treasure in 
heaven” ;! Buddhist and Christian Gospels, Edmunds, p. 83, “ Let 
the wise man do righteousness ; a treasure that others can share 
not, which no thief can steal ; a treasure which passeth not away.” 2 

1 See Charles, Hzbbert Journal, April 1905, p. 563. 
2Mr. W. T. Lendrum (Class. Xev. July 1906, 307) quotes the following 

parallel from Pindar, vag. 22: 
Atés mais 6 xpuads* 

Keivoyv ov ao7s ovde Kis Odmwret. 
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L 21. For where thy treasure is, there will be thy heart also.) 
Lk 12% has: ‘‘ For where your treasure is, there also your heart 
will be.” 

22. To obtain this heavenly treasure you must keep your inner 
eye healthy by almsgiving. 

L The lamp of the body ts the eye. If therefore thy eye be sound 
(=liberal), thy whole body will be light.| Lk 11%* has: “The lamp 
of the body is thine eye. Whenever thy eye is sound, then thy 
whole body is light.” 

The idea here is the naive one that the eye is the organ through 
which light has access to the whole body, and that there is a 
spiritual eye through which spiritual light enters and illuminates the 
whole personality. This spiritual eye must be kept sound, or else 
light cannot enter, and the inner man dwells in darkness. But how 
can it be kept sound? The contrast drAots—zrovnpés suggests the 
answer, by liberality and almsgiving. ‘Treasure is not to be hoarded, 
but to be given away. In Jewish idiom, “a good eye ” is a metaphor 
for liberality, ‘‘an evil eye” for niggardliness. Cf. Dt 15% “ Beware 
that . . . thine eye be evil against thy poor brother, and thou give 
him nought,” 285459; Pr 23° “Eat not the bread of him that 
hath an evil eye,” because he is niggardly, and grudges what you 
eat, 2822 “‘ He that hath an evil eye hasteth after riches ” by hoarding 
up wealth, 22° “He that hath a good eye (j‘p 21D) . . . giveth of 
his bread to the poor”; To 47 “Give alms of thy substance... . 
and let not thine eye be evil”; Ecclus 14° “An evil eye is 
grudging of bread, and he is miserly at his table”; Adoth 51 
“He who is willing to give, but not that others should give, his 
eye is evil towards the things of others,” z.e. he wishes to have a 
monopoly of liberality for himself; Skemoth R. 31 (Wiinsche, 235). 

We should therefore expect here, as a contrast to zovypds, 
dyafos rather than dzAots. But (1) the phrase “a sound eye” 
may have had in the original saying a wider meaning than that 
of liberality, which is here imparted to it by the context. There is 
no such limitation in the passage as it stands in Lk. (2) dAots 
may have been chosen because it interprets éyafos as=liberal; cf. 
Pr 11% wWux7 etAoyounevn aca adn, where dxA7y after the pre- 
ceding verse seems to mean liberal; Ja 1°, where adwA@s seems to 
mean “liberally,” and the use of awAdrys=liberality in 2 Co 8? 
911, Ro 128, 

Cf. Zest. Issach 3* “I slandered none, and I walked in singleness 
of eye.” 

L VL 23. But if thine eye be evil (niggardly), thy whole body is 
dark. If therefore the light which ts in thee be darkness, how great 
is the darkness /| Lk 11°45 has: “ But if it be evil, then thy body 
is dark. Take heed, therefore! Perhaps the light which is in 
thee is darkness.” 
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The meaning is, “If thine eye be evil, ze. if you are miserly 
and grudging, keeping your wealth for yourself, then spiritual 
light cannot penetrate unto you; and such light as you have be- 
comes ever darker, till it ceases to be light, and becomes dark- 
ness.” 

24. Moreover, you cannot have both the treasure upon earth 
and the treasure in heaven. 

LVo one can serve two masters. For either he will hate the one L 
and love the other, or he will cleave to the one and despise the other. 
Ye cannot serve God and Mammon.| So Lk 161° with oixérys after 
ovdets, Lk. has the saying in quite a different context. Mt. 
probably drew it from the Logia, where it need not have stood 
in this connection. 

dvoi] See Blass, p. 35. For 6 eis—6 €repos, cf. Blass, p. 144. 
—poppwvas] is derived by Dalm. Gram.? p. 170, Anm. 1, from 
ios = “deposited.” }9D and wy occur in the Talmuds, see 

Levy, and in the Targums. 
25-33 occur in Lk 122731, Mt. probably drew them from the 

Logia. 
25. Therefore I say to you, Be not careful for your life,& 

what ye shall eat, or what ye shall drink; nor for your body, 
what ye shall put on.) So Lk. omitting the first iuav and % ri 
TUTE. 

Ls not the life more than food, and the body than raiment ?| Lk. 
has: “For the life,” etc. 

The connection seems to be: “Because you cannot lay up 
treasure on earth and in heaven, therefore give up all thought of 
earthly treasure, and even of the necessities of life, which God 
will provide for you.” 

The dua rodro occurs also in Lk. in quite a different context. 
Here the connection seems loose. After v.24 we should expect: 
“Therefore serve God and renounce wealth,” or words to that 
effect. The dia totro seems to refer back to some assurance of 
the providential care of God for those who trust in Him. Mt 
may have transferred it to this place from some context in the 
Logia where the 6.4 rotdro would be more applicable. 

The thought of the last clause seems to be that God, who has 
given the life and the body, will also provide the lesser gifts of 
food and raiment. 

26. Look at the birds of heaven, that they sow not, nor harvest, 
nor gather into granaries. And your heavenly Father feeds them. 
Are ye not of more value than they?| Lk. has: “Consider the 
ravens, that they sow not nor harvest, who have neither chamber 
nor granary, and God feeds them; of how much more value are 
ye than the birds!” 

Cf. Job 127, and Mew Sayings of Jesus, ll. 9-14. “Jesus saith, 



64 THE GOSPEI. ACCORDING TO S. MATTHEW [VI. 26-28. 

(ye ask who are those) that draw us (to the kingdom if) the kingdom 
is in heaven? ‘The fowls of the air, and all beasts that are under 
the earth, or upon the earth, and the fishes of the sea.” Ps-Sol 
511 ra werewa Kal Tovs ixOvas od TpEpers 

L 27. And which of you by being careful can add to his stature 
one cubit?| So Lk. omitting €va. Lk. adds: “If therefore ye are 
able (to do) not even the least, why are ye careful about the 
rest?” The saying isa difficult one. zmxvs is a measure of space, 
not of time. Acca can mean either age, duration of life, or stature. 
In Mt the latter seems more appropriate. V.%5 lays down the 
double precept, Take anxious thought neither for the nourishment 
of the life, nor for the clothing of the body. V.%® illustrates the 
former precept, Take no anxious thought for the nourishment of 
the life. God nourishes the birds of heaven. Much more will He 
care for you. Vy.?’-*0 seem to illustrate the second precept about 
the body. You cannot increase your bodily stature, and are 
not so foolish as to spend thought on trying to do so. Why 
then be anxious about the clothing of the body? God who clothes 
the flowers will clothe you. The structure of the passage may be 
illustrated as follows : 

General proposition. Take no thought either (a) for the 
nourishment of your life; nor (4) for the clothing of your body 
v5): 

For (a) God will provide nourishment (v.). 
(6) (t) You cannot increase the height of your body. Why 

then trouble about its clothing? (v.27). (2) God will clothe you 
(vv.28-30), It will be seen that there is nothing in (a) corresponding 
to 61, and the argument from the impossibility of adding to the 
height of the body to avoidance of care about its clothing seems 
so forced that many commentators prefer to render #Auxia. by length 
of life. For ajyvs in reference to time, cf. Ps 39° ‘‘ Behold thou 
hast made mine age as handbreadths” ; and see Zahn, zz loc. V.7" 
must then be connected with v.” thus: 

General proposition. Take no thought for life or body (v.**). 
For (a) God will nourish your life. And you cannot add to 

its length (vv.?627), 
(6) God will clothe you (vv.?8-%0), 
The difficulty of the verse is increased by Lk.’s addition, for 

eXdxusrov seems to refer to the “adding to one’s age or stature,” 
and rév Aouréy to nourishment and clothing ; and it is not easy to 
see how the former, whether 7jAckéa be translated age or stature, 
can be said to be “least” as compared with the two latter. 

L 28. And for raiment, why are ye careful? Study the flowers 
of the field, how they grow ; they totl not, they spin not.| Lk. has: 
“Tf therefore ye cannot even (do) the least, why are ye careful 
about the rest? Consider (xaravoyoate) the flowers, how they grow. 
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They toil not, nor spin.”—xatapdbere] see Moulton, p. 117, who 
suggests ‘understand, take in this fact about.” 

29. And TI say to you, That not even Solomon in all his glory was L 
clothed as one of these.| So Lk., omitting 67. 

30. And if the grass of the field, which to-day is, and to-morrow L 
is cast into the oven, God so dresses, will He not much more (clothe) 
you, O ye of little faith?] Lk. has: “ And if in the field the grass 
which is to-day, and to-morrow is cast into the oven, God so 
dresses, how much more (will He clothe) you, O ye of little faith!” 
—éAryémiaro] The object of the riers here is God, and faith is 
confidence, assurance, trust in His power and willingness to care 
for the bodily needs of those who trust in Him. See on 876 143! 
168. The word does not occur in Mk., once in Lk, 128, 

831. Be not therefore careful, saying, What shall we eat? or what L 
shall we drink? or wherewith shall we be clothed?| Lk. has: 
** And ye do not seek what ye shall eat, and what ye shall drink, 
and be not of doubtful mind (?).” 

82. For all these things the Gentiles seek after. For your L 
heavenly Father knoweth that you need all these things.) Lk. has: 
**For all these things the Gentiles of the world seek after. But 
your Father knoweth that ye need these things.” 

83. But seek first His kingdom and righteousness ; and all these L 
things shall be added to you.| Lk. has: ‘But seek His kingdom, 
and these things shall be added to you. 

84. Be not therefore careful against the morrow ; for the morrow L 
will be careful of its own (affairs). Sufficient for the day ts its evil.| 

Cf. Sanhedrin 100° “Trouble thyself not about the trouble 
of the morrow, for thou knowest not what a day brings forth. 
Perhaps on the morrow thou wilt not exist, and so wilt have 
troubled about that which does not exist for thee.” 

dpxerés|] a late and rare word; cf. Deissm. B76. Stud. p. 257: 
“Outside the N.T. only authenticated hitherto in Chrysippus (in 
Athen. iii. 79, p. 113°); is also found in the Fayim Papyri, BU 
531, il. 24 (second cent. a.D.) and 33. 5 (second to third cent. 
a.D.).” Add Jos. Wars, iii. 130: apkerny dvvapw. 

833. riv Baoirelay] Add rod Geos, E a7 S* latt. k has rod Geoo for atrod 
after dixatoovvny. B transposes Baowelay and dtxacocvvnv. The explanatory 
Tov Geod is quite needless after 6 marip budy of the previous verse. The 
transposition of B, which is hardly likely to be genuine, is perhaps due to 
observance of the fact that dixacocvvy is said to be a requisite for admission 
into the kingdom, 5”, and should therefore come first. 

34, pepiuvjces éavtjs] the harsh construction is due to translation from 
Aramaic. See Wellhausen, zz loc. EK a/ have ra éaurfjs to ease the Greek. 

(2) WII. 1-5. Judgement of others. Cf. Lk 6°74, 
1, 2. Judge not, that ye be not judged. For with what judgement L 

ye judge, ye shall be judged. And with what measure ye mete, it 
shall be measured to you.| Lk. has: ‘“ And judge not, and ye shall 

5 
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not be judged. For with what measure ye mete, it shall be 
measured back to you.” Lk., who has nothing in his Sermon 
corresponding to 61*4, connects this saying about judgement with 
his saying: “ Be ye merciful,” which is parallel to Mt 548. There 
1s a good connection between the ideas of compassion and fair 
treatment of others. In Mt. there is no connection between 71 
and 6%4, The verse probably stood in the Logia after 62°. Mt. 
has drawn together 67/34 from other parts of the Logia. The 
compiler of the Sermon as it lay before Lk. omitted 6118, just as 
he had omitted 517-39. 43 because of its controversial tone. 

The sayings in this verse are of the nature of proverbs, and 
were probably current maxims of life. For su xpivere, cf. Rosh 
ha Sh 16” “ Who accuses his neighbour, will himself be punished 
first.” év @ pérpw, x.7.r., occurs in Mk 474», where Mt. omits it. 
It is common in the Jewish literature, e.g. Mechilta (Ugol.) 136, 
140, Siphri (Ugol.) 884, 904, cf. 512, Sotah 8, Sanhedrin 100%. 
The meaning here seems to be that hasty or unjustifiable con- 
demnation of others will provoke the just judgement of God. 

L 8. And why dost thou behold the mote that ts tn the eye of thy 
brother, and considerest not the beam which is in thine own eye | 
Lk. has the same, with a slight variation in order. Cf. Avachin 16 
where R. Tarphon (end first cent. A.D.) says: “If one says, Take the 
mote from thy eye; he answers, Take the beam from thine eye.” 

The thought is, that so far from judging others, a man should 
consider that in himself which will expose him to judgement. 

L 4. Or how wilt thou say to thy brother, Let me cast out the mote 
out of thine eye ; and, behold, the beam is in thine own eye?| Lk. has: 
“How canst thou say to thy brother, Brother, let me cast out 
the mote which is in thine eye, when thyself seest not the beam 
in thine own eye?”—ddes ékBddw] See Blass, p. 208; Moulton, 
p. 175, who quotes Ox. Pap. 413: ddes ey airy Opnvyjce. 

L 5. Thou hypocrite, cast out first the beam out of thine eye; and 
then shalt thou see clearly to cast out the mote out of thy brother's 
eye.] Lk. has: “ Thou hypocrite, cast out first the beam out of 
thine eye; and then shalt thou see clearly the mote which is in 
thy brother’s eye to cast out”; cf. Grenfell and Hunt, Sayings of 
Our Lord, \\. 1-4. 

(c) 6. Perverted zeal. 
L 6. Give not that which ts holy to dogs, nor cast your pearls before 

swine, lest they trample them with their feet, and turn and rend you. | 
This saying occurs only in Mt., and has no particular connection 
with the preceding. But it may have stood here in the Logia. 
619-20 71-5 and this verse form a group of three prohibitions. 

The “swine” and the ‘‘ dogs” symbolise alien and heathen 
men. For “dogs,” cf. Phil 32, Rev 225, The “ pearls” symbolise 
religious truth ; cf. 1346 
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The verse is, of course, capable of infinite adaptation. As it stood 
in the Logia (and here in the mind of the editor ?) it may express 
the Jewish-Christian point of view with regard to the preaching of 
Christianity to pagans; cf. Introduction, p. Ixxvii, and the appli- 
cation of xvvapia to Gentiles in 152°. It was applied to the Eucharist 
in the second century. Cf. Didaché ix.; Tert. de Preser. xli. 

7-23. Three Commands. : 
(2) 7-12. Prayer. 

7-11 occur in a different context in Lk 11°18. Mt. probably 
drew them from the Logia, where they probably did not stand in 
the Sermon. 

7. Ask, and it shall be given to you; seek, and ye shall find; L 
knock, and it shall be opened to you.) So Lk. with: “ And I say to 
you,” at the beginning. 

kpovere] Cf. R. Benaiah (¢. 200 A.D.) in Pestkfa 176% with 
reference to the study of the Mishna: “If he knocks, it will be 
opened to him.” 

8. For every one who asks receives; and he who seeks finds; L 
and to him that knocketh tt shall be opened.| So Lk. 

9,10. Or what man ts there of you, who, if his son ask for bread, & 
—will he give hima stone? Or also (if) he shall ask for a fish, 
will he give him a serpent?| Lk. has: ‘‘ But which of you being a 
father, shall his son ask a tish, will he give him instead of a fish a 
serpent ? or also shall he ask an egg, will he give him a scorpion?” 

ll. Jf ye therefore, who are evil, know how to give good gifts to 
your children, how much more will your Father who ts in the heavens 
give good things to those who ask Him.| Lk. has: “If ye, there- 
fore, who are (izdpxovres) evil, know how to give good gifts to your 
children ; how much more will the Father who is from heaven give 
the Holy Spirit to those who ask Him?” 

12. All things therefore whatsoever ye wish that men should do to 
you, so also do ye to them: for this ts the law and the prophets.| Lk 67! 
has: ‘‘Andas ye wish that men should do to you, do ye to them like- 
wise.” Ik. has this saying after the parallel to Mt 5*. Mt. no doubt 
found it in the Logia in the Sermon, possibly after 71-2. But it seems 
more in place in Lk.’s connection, #.e. to say somewhere within Mt 
5°8-48 which concern the treatment of others. In its present connec- 
tion in Mt. the verse seems out of place, but 71:? deal with behaviour 
to other people, and so does 7°. If vv. and 7 are interpolations 
from other parts of the Logia, 7!2 may have stood in connection 
with 712-6. A negative form of this saying was attributed to Hillel: 
‘““What is hateful to thee, do not do to thy neighbour,” Shadbdatn 
317; and is found in To 4% @ puceis pydevi roijons. Cf. Philo 
apud Eus. Prep. Ev. viii. 7. 6: & Ts rabety éxaiper wy rovety avtov.> 

1 Cf. also Isocrates, Wécocl. 39 C: & mdcxovrer ip’ érépwy dpyiferde, Tatra 
rots G\Nois ui) Toveire. 
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(2) 18-14. The narrow gate. Cf. Lk 13%. 
L 18. L£nter in through the narrow gate: because broad and wide 

ts the way which leadeth to destruction, and many are they that go 
in through it.| Lk. has: “Strive to enter through the narrow 
door: because many, I say to you, shall seek to enter, and shall 
not be able.” 

L 14. How narrow ts the gate, and contracted is the way, which 
leads to life, and (how) few are they who find it /| 

14, The narrow gate or narrow door (Lk.) is the gate or door 
into the kingdom of heaven. Lk. has the phrase in an eschato- 
logical context. Here the meaning is less definitely eschatological, 
but it is not improbable that we should interpret the words in the 
light of vv.?*# with reference to the future kingdom. ‘Enter 
through the narrow gate” will then mean, “‘ remember that the gate 
by which you must enter into the kingdom is a narrow one”; cf. 
19% “It is easier to go through the eye of a needle than—into the 
kingdom”; and 2 Es 7*14, The metaphor of the narrow gate 
suggests the parallel and more common metaphor of the two ways. 
And the speaker states the first member of that simile: ‘‘ Because 
broad and wide is the way that leadeth to destruction, and many 
are they that go in through it.” For 8v atrijs = da ris 6500, cf. 2). 
Then instead of simply stating the second member of the simile, 
the speaker breaks into an exclamation which combines both 
metaphors: “‘Ah! how narrow is the gate and contracted is the 
way which leads to life, and few there are who find it.” For the 
two ways, cf. Jer 218; Sikri on Dt 1176 (Ugol.) 604, where 
‘blessing and cursing” are interpreted as ‘‘two ways; the one at 
first level and at last full of thorns, the other at first full of thorns 
and at last level.”—<ddcyou eiotv, x.7.r.] cf. 2 Es 8% “There be 
many created, but few shall be saved.”—eis ri fwyyv] cf. 18° 
¥9!7. In 19! oc we have “eternal life.” For ite oes 
equivalent to “eternal life,” see Dalm. Words, 156 ff.; Volz, /id. 
Eschat. pp. 306, 326, 368. 

13. 7 7vA7] is omitted by N*abchkm for and by many Fathers. S! 
is unfortunately wanting. The words have probably been inserted by the 
copyists to complete the parallelism with v.14, 

14. ri] SoN?vdete B? E a] S? latt. Sr, N* B*, is perhaps due to 
assimilation to the previous verse. 

(c) 15-23. False prophets. Cf. Lk 6-49 1326-27, 
L 15. Beware of false prophets, such as come to you in sheep’s 

clothing, but are inwardly ravening wolves. | 
L 16. From their fruits ye shall recognise them. Do men gather 
from thorns grapes, or from thistles figs?| Lk 6 has: “For not 
from thorns do they gather figs, nor from a bramble-bush do they 
pluck grapes.” 

L 17. So every good tree makes sound fruit; but the rotten tree 
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makes evil fruit.| Lk 6 has: “For there is not a sound tree 
making rotten fruit; nor again a rotten tree making sound fruit.” 

18. A good tree cannot make evil fruit, nor a rotien tree make 
good fruit. | 

19. Every tree which does not make good fruit is hewn down, and & 
cast into the fire.| 

20. Therefore from their fruits ye shall retognise them.| Mt. L 
has an application of this saying about trees and their fruit con- 
taining sayings parallel to Lk 6#* and * in 12%3-%, He probably 
found in the Logia after the saying about false prophets, v.!°, the 
words : dz tGv KaprGv abtav érvyvécece airors, ©, This suggested 
to him the insertion from elsewhere in the Logia of the saying 
about trees and fruit which he closes by repeating the words, v.”%, 
which had suggested the insertion. Compare his insertion of a 
parable 20!) to explain 19%. Here, too, he closes his inter- 
polated section with the text from which he started, 208 Com- 
pare also his insertion of parables 24*—-251 to explain 24*. Here, 
too, he repeats at the end 25}%, the verse from which he started. 

21. Wot every one who saith to Me, Lord, Lord, shall enter tnto\ 
the kingdom of the heavens ; but he who doeth the will of My Father 
who ts in the heavens.| Cf. Lk 6%. 

5 mwowav tO OéAnpa, x.t.X.] Cf. Adoth 572 (R. Jehudah ben 
Thema): “Be bold as a leopard, and swift as an eagle, and fleet 
as a hart, and strong as a lion to do the will of thy Father which 
is in heaven” ; 24 (R. Gamaliel lii., ¢ 210 A.D.): “ Do His will as if 
it were thy will”; Szpi7i (Ugol.), 872: “If any one keeps the law 
and does the will of his Father who is in heaven.” The phrase 
to do the will is common in Jewish writings ; cf. Mechi/ta (Ugol.) 
220, 222, 230, 240, 242; Siphri (Ugol.) 956; Berakhoth 16° “It 
is our will to do Thy will.” 

22. Many shall say to Mein that day, Lord, Lord, did we noth 
prophesy in Thy name? and in Thy name cast out demons? and in 
Thy name do many miracles?| Cf. Lk 128. 

év éxeivn TH Hepa. For “that day” as a technical eschatological 
term, see Volz, /téid. Eschat. p. 188. 

23. And then will I confess to them that I never knew you: L 
depart from Me, ye workers of lawlessness.| .Cf. Lk 13%". 

24-27. Closing parable. Cf. Lk 647-*°%. 
24, Every one, therefore, who hears these My words, and doeth L 

them, shall be likened to a wise man, who built his house upon the 
vock.| Lk. has: “Every one who cometh to Me and heareth My 
words, and doeth them, I will show you to whom he is like. He 
is like a man building a house, who digged and went deep, and 
laid the foundation upon the rock.” 

25. And the rain came down, and the streams (rotapot) came, L 
and the winds blew, and fell upon that house; and tt fell not: for tt 
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was founded on the rock.| Lk. has: “ And when there was a flood, 
the river (zorayuds) beat against that house, and could not shake 
it, because it was well founded.” 

Bpoxy] is a late and rare word. The lexicons quote Orac 
ap. Clem. Alex. 50. in| Ox) Pap. ii1.\593, A-D2) 172) 11) 2a0.15, 
A.D. 88-89, Bpoxai are artificial inundations of land. 

L 26. And every one who heareth these My sayings, and doeth them 
not, shall be likened to a foolish man, who built his house upon the 
sand.| Lk. has: “ But he who heard and did not, is like to a man 
who built a house upon the soil without a foundation.” 

L 27. And the rain came down, and the streams came, and the 
winds blew, and fell upon that house; and tt fell: and its fall was 
great.| Lk. has: ‘‘ Upon which the stream beat, and straightway 
it fell in, and the destruction of that house was great.” 

EM 28. And it came to pass when Jesus finished these words, the 
multitudes were astonished at His teaching.) Cf. Lk 71 “When 
He had fulfilled all His words (pjyara) in the hearing of the people.” 

kal éyéveto, «.7.X.] For the formula, see Introduction, p. lxiv.— 
ekerAnocovTo oi xAot ert 7H Sidaxy adrod| With these words Mt. 
returns to Mk 1” after his long insertion, 5-72". 

M 29. Lor He was teaching them as one having authority, and not 
as their scribes.| Mk. has the same without airév. 

The relation of the Sermon to S. Luke, 620-49, 
The Introduction, 51-2. 
Lk. introduces His Sermon at a later period in the narrative. 

After borrowing Mk 3!*=Lk 611, he passes on to the appoint- 
ment of the Twelve, Mk 3!%!®=Lk 61716. This took place, 
according to Mk., ona mountain. He then records the descent 
into the plain again, xal xataBds per avtav earn eri torov Tedivod, 
61’, and then turns back in order to summarise Mk 3712= Lk 67-19, 
thus obtaining an audience for the Sermon which he introduces 
in 62° with the words: “And He, lifting up His eyes upon His 
disciples, said.” It is clear that the two Evangelists independently 
create a suitable time and place and audience for the Sermon. 
Mt. places it early in his Gospel to illustrate Mk 17): “He was 
teaching—at His teaching—He was teaching.” Lk. places it after 
the formal appointment of the Twelve, and provides an audience 
by transposing Mk 31818 and 712, Mt.’s ro dépos and Lk.’s rézov 
zeOwov may both represent a tradition that the Sermon was spoken 
ona hillside. But Mt.’s 76 dpos may equally well be due to the 
Evangelist. It was fitting that the exposition of the Christian law 
of the kingdom should have been given on a mountain as the Old 
Law to Moses on Mount Sinai. Cf. in this Gospel the mountain 
of temptation (48), the mountain of transfiguration (171), and the 
mountain upon which the Lord gave His final commands to the 
disciples (281°), Lk.’s xataBas—emt térov redivod is probably an 
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editorial connecting link. It was more natural to represent the Lord 
as descending from the mountain upon which He had appointed 
the Twelve to find an audience for His Sermon in the plain than 
to bring the multitudes from Judeea and Tyre and Sidon up into 
the mountain. Lastly, Mt. has provided an audience for His 
Sermon by collecting phrases from Mk. (see on 475), whilst Lk. 
provides an audience by transposing Mk 37? and 1°19, 

There is therefore no necessary connection between the 
introduction to the Sermon in Mt. and Lk. other than a common 
use of Mk.’s Gospel. 

A. The Beatitudes, 57-18, 
Lk. has a corresponding section, consisting of four blessings 

and four woes, 6-26, The four blessings are addressed in the 
second person (Mt. in the third) to of mrwxol (Mt. rrwxol 7a 
mvevpart), ot rewavres (Mt. of rewavtes kai dupavtes THv Sixaroovynr), 
oi kAaiovres (no parallel in Mt.), and to those who are hated and 
persecuted ; cf. Mt vv.4-12, It is clear that the Evangelists in this 
section are independent of one another, and that they did not use 
a common written source. The Sermon traditionally began with 
Beatitudes, but the number and form of these varied in different 
recensions. 

B. The two metaphors of discipleship, Mt 51%-!®, do not occur in 
Lk.’s Sermon. They have probably been inserted here from other 
parts of the Logia. Lk. has parallels to 51% 15 in 1434 3 816 1 133, 
See notes on vv.!%-!6, He drew the sayings from some source, or 
sources, other than the Logia. 

C. Relation to the Old Law, 517-48, 
Lk. has no parallel in his Sermon to 517-8, But in 677-6 he 

has parallels to Mt 59948, The add’ tyiv A€yw tots dxovovow (cf. 
Mt 544 éya dé A€éyw sipiv) suggests that Lk. himself, or the source 
which he follows, has omitted from the Sermon matter parallel to 
Mt 517-898 on account of its polemical character. On the other 
hand, Mt. has probably added to this section of the Sermon as it 
stood in the Logia sayings from other parts of the Logia. Such 
additions are probably vv.18-19 22b. c. 25-26. 33-37, See the notes on 
these passages. 

D. Three illustrations of righteousness, Mt 6118, 
No parallels to this occur in Lk.’s Sermon. The Sermon in 

the Logia may have contained it; but if so, Mt. has probably 
added 7-5 from other sections of the Logia. Lk. has parallels to 
8 in 1290, and to 912 in 1174, He was drawing from independent 
sources. 

£. Three prohibitions, Mt 6!°—7$, 
Lk. has no parallels in his Sermon to 6!*4, but has sayings 

eormesponding? to 61824 insr28>* tol62 29 ini ne** ito 672i no, 
and to 675-34 in 122231, The Sermon in the Logia may have 

’ 
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contained Mt 61%-20, which Mt. has enlarged by adding 2-4 from 
other parts of the Logia. Lk. drew from independent sources. 
Lk. has parallels in his Sermon to 73° in 68742, Mt. probably 
drew from the Logia, Lk. from his independent source. 

fF. Three commands, Mt 77-3, 
Lk. has parallels in his Sermon to 712 16-18 and 21 = Lk 643-44 46, 

The section probably stood in the Logia, but may have been 
enlarged by Mt., e.g. vv.!5>-20, from other parts of the Logia. 

G. Concluding parable, Mt 74-27, is found at the end of Lk.’s 
Sermon, 647-49, 

These facts seem most easily explained on some such lines as 
these : 

Mt. found in the Logia a sermon containing— 
A. Beatitudes, 512, 
B. Relation to Old Law, 517- 20- 21-24. 27-80. 31-32. 38-42, 43-48, 

C. Three illustrations of righteousness, 614 5-6. 16-18, 
D. Three prohibitions, 6192! 71-6. 6.12, 
£. Two commands, 715-14. 15-16a, 
f, A warning and concluding parable, 721-28. 24-27, 

This sermon he has enlarged by adding to it sayings which also 
were probably contained in the Logia, viz. 519-16. 18-19. 25-26. 83-37 67-15. 
22-34 7-11 16b-20, 

Lk. also had in one of his sources (not the Logia) a Sermon 
which was parallel in outline to that of the Logia. It contained, 4, 
a section of blessings and woes (69-6), and then passed, B, to a 
series of exhortations to Christian love (6778), followed by, C, 
various precepts (6°45), and ended by J, a parable (64-49). Either 
Lk. himself or, more probably, an editor at an earlier stage, in the 
transmission of the Sermon, omitted before B a section dealing with 
Christ’s relation to the Old Law. Of course, the Hebrew or 
Aramaic Logia may be the ultimate source of both Mt. and Lk.’s 
Sermon. But if so, it is probable that the Sermon was excerpted 
from the Logia, and passed through several stages before it reached 
S. Luke. Mt., on the other hand, seems to have used a Greek 
translation of the Logia itself. That Mt. and Lk. were not using 
the same Greek source for the Sermon is suggested by their 
frequent divergence in language, and is decisively proved by the 
remarkable differences in the section containing blessings, with 
which the Sermon opens. Lk. also has, not in the Sermon, but 
elsewhere in his Gospel, sayings corresponding to sayings which 
Mt. has in the Sermon. Whilst Mt. drew these probably from the 
Logia, where some of them need not have stood in the Sermon, 
Lk. borrowed them from oral tradition or from other sources. 
That the two Evangelists did not draw them from the same Greek 
source is proved by the variations in setting and in language, and 
by other differences. The Lord’s Prayer alone, with its striking 
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variation in the two Gospels, proves that the Evangelists took it 
from quite independent sources or streams of tradition. For it is 
very improbable that Lk. should have shortened Mt 618, or that 
Mt. should have expanded Lk 1124. On the other hand, it is very 
probable that the Prayer should have received different forms in the 
period of transmission prior to our two Gospels. The Logia may 
be the ultimate source of tradition. But if Mt. drew directly from 
a Greek translation of the Logia, Lk. borrowed from some source 
in which the Prayer had been borrowed from the Logia after 
passing through several stages of transmission. The fact that in 
both Gospels the Sermon is followed by an entry into Capharnaum 
(Mt 85=Lk 7!), and by the miracle of the centurion’s servant, has 
led to the supposition that both Evangelists used a source in which 
this connection was already made. But this is very doubtful. In 
Mt 85 HicedOovros dé airod cis Kadpapvaovp may be purely editorial. 
The editor places immediately after the Sermon Mk.’s narrative of 
the leper, 8!*. He now wishes to continue with the story of the 
centurion’s servant. Capharnaum was the obvious place in which 
to locate this, cf. Mt 418, especially as the editor intends to 
continue with Mk 179-81, which did take place in Capharnaum. He 
was therefore obliged to insert a statement of the return to that city 
somewhere, and 8° was an obvious opportunity for doing so. In 
Lk. also, if we allow that Capharnaum was the natural place for the 
miracle, there was an obvious reason for inserting 7! between the 
Sermon and the miracle. Of course, there are other possibilities. 
The statement in Mt 8° may be editorial, whilst in the source 
which Lk. was following the Sermon may have been immediately 
followed by the return to Capharnaum and the miracle. In that 
case the agreement of Mt. and Lk. in linking the Sermon to the 
miracle by the entry into Capharnaum may be accidental. Or this 
may be just one of those points in which the first Gospel has 
influenced Lk. He remembered the closing formula of Mt 778 
‘And it came to pass, when Jesus had finished these words,” and 
reproduced them in 7! in the form, ‘f When He had fulfilled all His 
sayings in the ears of the people.” Then, passing over Mt 728-29 
and 81-4 because he has them in other contexts in Mk., he came to 
Mt 8°, and recorded the entry into Capharnaum and the miracle, 
not slavishly following Mt., but giving the miracle in the form 
known to him from another source. The view that Mt. and Lk. 
were both following a source in which Sermon and miracle were 
already linked by the statement of the entry into Capharnaum, would 
have everything in its favour if it did not make it impossible to 
understand the variations in the Sermon in the two Gospels, 

(c) Illustrations of his work, 8!—9*4, 
(1) Three miracles of healing, 8!-”, 

8l-4= Mk 140-45, 
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The next section in Mk. is 123-28, the account of the demoniac 
in the synagogue at Capharnaum. We should expect the editor to 
begin his account of Christ’s miracles with this incident. But he 
omits it, and, postponing several verses which follow, continues with 
the account of the leper, which in Mk 1%-# is found without 
notice of time and place, unless we may infer from Mk 1°9 that it 
took place during the journey throughout Galilee there mentioned. 
This change in Mk.’s order is difficult to explain. We have to 
account for (1) the omission of the incident of the demoniac, (2) 
the insertion of the account of the leper immediately after the 
Sermon, and before the entry into Capharnaum and the incidents 
there. (1) The omission of the account of the demoniac is 
probably intentional. (a) Both Mt. and Lk. seem to have disliked 
the story as found in Mk. We read there that the demon obeyed 
the Lord’s command to come out, but not until He had “rent” 
the patient and “cried with a loud voice.” Lk. materially modifies 
this when he omits the “crying,” and adds, “having in no way 
injured him.” A somewhat similar modification is found in the 
parallels to Mk g!4°, where Mt. altogether omits the details that 
the demon after Christ’s command “cried out and tore him much,” 
and that the patient ‘‘became as one dead, insomuch that the 
more part said, He is dead”; whilst Lk. retains indeed the 
“‘rending,” but places it before Christ’s command, and, like Mt., 
omits the “becoming as one dead.” (6) Mt. takes over two of 
Mk.’s narratives of expulsion of demons, 5!*° and 91*9, omitting, 
however, from the latter all traces of demoniac possession except 
in v.18. Elsewhere he sometimes omits references to this subject 
from Mk.; cf. his omission of Mk 1549 311, (2) In view of his 
habit of arranging incidents and sayings in numerical groups, it is 
probable that he wished to begin his illustrations of Christ’s 
miracles with three incidents of healing of typical diseases—leprosy, 
paralysis, fever. The incident of the leper, which in Mk. seems to 
have no expressed details of time or place, is therefore substituted 
for that of the demoniac, and becomes the first miracle (8!+). 
The fact that this incident illustrates Christ’s attitude towards legal 
ceremonies may have co-operated in influencing the editor to place 
it immediately after the Sermon on the Mount. A healing of a 
paralytic, which Lk. also has in close connection with the Sermon, 
is inserted as the second (858) ; whilst the healing of Peter’s wife’s 
mother, which follows the omitted incident in Mk., supplies the third. 

E 1. And when He came down from the mountain, great multitudes 
followed Him.) In this way Mt. forms a connection with the 
following incident. 

M 2. And behold a leper came and was worshipping Him, saying, 
Lord, tf Thou wilt, Thou canst cleanse me.| Mk. has: “ And there 
cometh to Him a leper, beseeching Him, and kneeling down, saying 
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to Him, that if Thou wilt Thou canst cleanse me.” For xat idov 
as a connecting link, see on 12°. Mt. avoids Mk.’s historic present 
épxerat, and substitutes his favourite word rpocépxecbar. See on 
43. For Mk.’s vivid “beseeching Him, and kneeling down,” he 
substitutes another word (zpooxvvety) which is characteristic of the 
first Gospel. See on 2%, Mt. omits Mk.’s or (see Introduction, 
p. xix). «vpee as a form of address to Christ is common in Mt. 
and Lk. In Mk. it occurs only 77% 10°. xa@api{ew is late, and 
rare outside the LXX and N.T. It occurs in Jos. Am/. xi. 153, and 
two or three times in inscriptions in a ceremonial sense ; cf. Deissm. 
Bib. Stud. p. 216, and Ditt. Sy//. 633. 3, 653. 37- 

8. And stretching out the hand, He touched him, saying, I will ; 
be cleansed. And immediately his leprosy was cleansed.| Mk. has: 
“And having compassion (Da ff? Tat Eph. “being angry”), He 
stretched out His hand and touched (him), and saith to him, I will ; 
be cleansed.” Since Mt. elsewhere omits words descriptive of 
human emotion in the case of Christ (see Introduction, p. xxxi), 
with the exception of orAayyxvilerGa. which he has four times, it is 
probable that his copy of Mk. had épyoGeés, and that he intention- 
ally omitted it—7ato airod Aéywv} Mk. has qato Kai A€ye ; 
Mt. prefers subordinate to co-ordinate clauses; cf. 8°=Mk 4%, 
14 918 7427 — 650, 2030 = 1087, a11-2= 1112, 2657. 68= 14%, 2123 — 

1127- 28,__éxaGapicOy aitod 7 Aémpa| Mt. combines two clauses in 
Mk. He elsewhere omits one of two synonymous clauses; see 
Introduction, p. xxiv. 

4. And Jesus saith to him, See that thou tell no man; but go YW. 
show thyself to the priest, and offer the gift which Moses commanded, 
jor a testimony to them.) Mk. has: “And he urgently charged 
(éuBpyznodpevos) him, and immediately sent him out (é£¢BaAe) ; 
and saith to him, See that thou tell no man: but go show thyself 
to the priest, and offer for thy cleansing the things which Moses 
commanded, for a testimony to them.” Mt. omits Mk.’s first 
clause as unnecessarily strongly worded. For the omission of 
éuBpynodpevos, cf. Introduction, p. xxxi. Mt. inserts 6 ‘Ingois, 
and omits one of Mk.’s negatives; cf. Introduction, p. xxv. He 
also substitutes 1d d@pov for wept tov Kafapiopod cov. For the 
offerings made by a leper, cf. Lev 14.—els papripuov airois] te. to 
the priests, but not to assure them that he was healed. The 
priests would exercise their own judgment as to this before the 
customary offerings were made at Jerusalem. The clause can only 
refer to the supposed hostility of Jesus to the law already implied 
in 517-20. The fact that Christ bade His patient present himself 
to the priests and offer the usual sacrifices, should convince them 
that He did not seek to undermine the Mosaic ritual. The illus- 
tration here given of Christ’s attitude towards legal ceremonies 
may be one reason why the editor places this incident immediately 

i) 
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after the Sermon on the Mount. Mk. adds here: “ But he went 
out and began to publish (it) much, and to spread abroad the 
matter, so that He could no longer openly enter into a city, but 
was without in desert places: and they came to Him from every 
quarter.” The words are ambiguous. The first “he” is probably 
the healed leper, the second “he” Jesus. But the subject in 
both cases may be Jesus. ‘ He went forth from the place where 
He healed the leper, and began to preach much, and to spread 
abroad the word of the good news of the kingdom, so that in 
consequence of the thronging multitudes He was obliged to avoid 
the towns with their narrow streets, and to receive the people in 
the open country.” For rév Adyov=the Gospel message, cf. Mk 
22 4148, 832, Mt. omits the verse partly because it does not suit 
the connection in which he has placed the incident. In his 
narrative, Christ, so far from being unable to enter into a city, is 
immediately to enter into Capharnaum, partly perhaps on account 
of the ambiguity in the words, partly also from a feeling of dislike 
to recording an act of direct disobedience to Christ’s expressed 
command, and of hesitation at the 7 dvvac$ar as applied to Christ. 
He elsewhere omits clauses attributing failure or inability to Christ ; 
cf. Mk 6° ovx edvvaro—morjoar= Mt 1358 ovdx éroincev; Mk 648 xai 
nOcrev mapeAOeiv abrovs, Mt. omits; Mk 9% xai ov nOeAev iva Tis 
yvor, Mt. omits. Cf. also Mk 8° and 1118 with Mt.’s parallels, 
and see Introduction, p. xxxi. 

In one or two small points Mt. and Lk. agree in their account 
of this incident against Mk. Both have xat idovand xvpue at the 
beginning, and yWaro—A€ywv for jYato Kat Aéye. Both omit 
omAayxvicGeis and Mk #4, Lk. paraphrases Mk * in such a way 
as to avoid the disobedience of the man, and the “could not” 
of Christ. Mt. omits the verse. This partial agreement in treat- 
ment and the omissions may be due to the same tendency operating 
independently in two writers. The other agreements may be due 
to the influence of one Gospel upon the other in respect of the 
original writers, or of later copyists assimilating one passage to 
another ; to oral tradition independently influencing the original 
writers; or to some unknown cause. ‘They are not sufficient to 
make it probable that Mt. and Lk. had any other written account 
of this incident before them in addition to Mk. 

5-13. The Paralytic; cf. Lk 711° 
KX 5,6. And when He entered into Capharnaum, there came to Him 

a centurion, beseeching Him, and saying, Lord, my boy lies tn the 
house sick of the palsy, terribly tormented.|—avrot—aito| For the 
construction, cf. Blass, p. 251. For rpooépxeoOau as a characteristic 
word of Mt., cf. on 43,—€xardvrapyos] In Hellenistic writers 
éxatovtapyys also occurs; cf. Blass, p. 28.—aapaxadd@y avrov kai 
Aéywv] It is curious that the editor should omit zapaxaAéy in 
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Mk v.* and insert it here. Perhaps he thought it more suitable 
in view of the long appeal which here follows, than in reference 
to the short sentence of v.% For xvpue, see on v.2—6 rats pov] 
mais may be either “child” or “servant.”—apadvrixds] See on 
4%4.—BeBAnra] Lies prostrate. The strong word represents a 
Semitic original. 

7%. And he saith to him, Shall I come.and heal him?| TheX 
centurion was probably a Gentile. He had not ventured to bring 
his servant to a Jewish healer. Only in the case of Jairus’ 
daughter does Christ go to the patient. Elsewhere the sick are 
brought to Him. It matters little whether we translate the last 
clause as a question or as a simple statement, “I will come,” etc. 
In either case the main point is that Christ should be willing to 
enter the house of a foreigner. 

8. And the centurion answered and said, Lord, I am not worthy & 
that Thou shouldest enter under my roof. but only speak, and my 
servant shall be healed.| For kvpue, see on v.2.—ixavos tva] Blass, 
227f. For the position of pov, cf. 7726; Blass, 168; and see 
on 9°. 

9. For I, too, am a man under authority, having soldiers under & 
me: and I say to one, Go, and he goes; and to another, Come, and 
he comes ; and to my servant, Do this, and he does it.) The officer, 
impressed with the spiritual power of Christ, believes that He must 
have spiritual agencies at His command, who could carry out His 
command that the patient should be healed. 

10. And Jesus hearing, marvelled, and said to those who followed, & 
Verily I say to you, With no one did I find such faith in Lsrael.\— 
miotw] ‘ Faith” here is “confidence,” “trust,” “assurance,” that 
Christ could, if He would, heal with a word. 

ll. And I say to you, That many from east and west shall come L 
and sit down with Abraham, and Isaac, and Jacob, in the kingdom 
of the heavens.| ¥or this and the next verse, cf. Lk 13°39, The 
gap between this and the last verse must be bridged by the 
thought that such faith as that exhibited by the Gentilic centurion 
would admit him into the kingdom. And he was only typical of 
a class. Many in all parts of the world would be found to have 
this faith. When the kingdom came, they would come from the 
remote corners of the world, and, entering into it, would sit down 
to feast with the righteous patriarchs. ‘The metaphor of a meal is 
frequently used in the N.T. to symbolise the joys of the kingdom. 
Cf. 2679, Lk 1415-2 2230, Rev 37 19%, It is common in Jewish 
literature. Cf. Adoth 329 “Everything is prepared for the ban- 
quet,” Secrets of Enoch 425 “At the last coming they will lead 
forth Adam with our forefathers, and conduct them there, that 
they may rejoice, as a man calls those whom he loves to feast with 
him”; and estkta 188%. Behemoth and Leviathan are reserved for 
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the meal of the righteous. Cf. Volz, Jud. Eschat. 331; Enoch 
6214, Apoc. Bar 294. 

L 12. But the sons of the kingdom shall be cast forth into the outer 
darkness: there shall be the wailing and the gnashing of teeth.) 
“Sons of the kingdom ” is in Semitic idiom equivalent to those who 
should inherit it, its rightful heirs. Here it, no doubt, signifies 
the Jewish nation or people. Such of them as are lacking in the 
faith which the centurion possessed will be cast out of the king- 
dom, whilst Gentiles sit down with the righteous patriarchs at 
the banquet. For ‘‘sons of the kingdom,” cf. Bab. Shadd. 153°; 
‘“Who is a son of the world to come?” Fesahim 8%, and cf. 13°8, 
TO oKOTos TO ewTepov Occurs Only in Mt. ; cf. 2213 2539. Cf. Enoch 
1038 “into darkness—will your spirits enter”; 10814 ‘those who 
were born in darkness will be cast into darkness”; Ps-So/ 146 
“their inheritance is—darkness,” 15" “the inheritance of the 
sinners is—darkness”; S26. Or 4* He will send back the un- 
godly into darkness. For the Rabbinical literature, cf. Vayyikra 
R. 27 (Wiinsche, 183): “God names gehinnom ‘darkness.’” 
Shemoth R. 14 (Wiinsche, too): “the sinners in gehinnom will be 
covered with darkness.” Cf. Bousset, Red. Jud. 266; Weber, /iid. 
Theol. 393; Volz, Jiid. Eschat. 284f.: éxet €orar 6 KAavOpos Kal 
6 Bpvypos tay dddvtwv. This refrain is characteristic of Mt. It 
Occursiagain 1a) 13%6019219)245l 2580) (and jonce in kiree ee 
Enoch 108%, the transgressors “will cry and make lamentation” ; 
5 “the voice of crying, and weeping, and lamentation, and strong 
pain” ; Secrets of Enoch 401? “the mighty hell—full of lamentation.” 

For the whole verse, cf. Philo, de Exsecr. vi. The proselyte 
(érnAvs)—receive(s) for reward a sure and firm foundation in heaven, 
such as cannot be described. But the rightful heir (eézrarpidys) * will 
be dragged downwards, and brought into Tartarus and deep darkness.” 

x 13. And Jesus said to the centurion, Go; as thou hast believed, be 
it to thee. And the boy was healed at that hour.| For the healing 
at the moment of Christ’s utterance, cf. 9°2 1578 1718.—év éxeivy 
77 Spa] is a formula of frequent occurrence in Rabbinical litera- 
ture; cf. Schlatter, Die Sprache und Hetmat des vierten Evan- 
gelisten, p. 64.—ds ériorevoas] see on v.1°, 

5. For ‘‘ And when He entered into Capharnaum.” S!k have: ‘‘ After 
these things.” This abrupt introduction is quite unlike Mt.’s style, and may 
be original. S? has: ‘‘ After these things, when He entered into Caphar- 
naum”’; adding the last clause from a Greek MS. which had assimilated to 
Lk 71. The Gk MSS. vary between elceNOdvros dé aitov, 8 BC Z, eloedOdyre 
6é a’r@, and elcedOdyrr 6é TH "I nood. 

éxarévrapxos] So the Greek MSS. St! has ‘‘ chiliarch,” which may be 
original, éxarévrapxos being in that case due to assimilation to Lk. 

brd é€ovclav] S Badd racoduevos, assimilating to Lk. S! has: ‘‘I also 
am a man that hath authority.” S?‘‘I also am a man under authority, and 
I have authority also.” S} has misinterpreted the rather ambiguous Ud 
étovolay, and S? has prefixed a more exact rendering. 
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10. rap’ ovdevt roca’rny mlotw év To ’Iopajd] So Bakq S? (‘‘not even 
in any one of the house of Israel have I found aught like this faith,” Burk). 
The variant ovdé é€v rH IopatA rocabrny mlatw, S Cal S! (‘not even aught 
like this faith have I found in the house of Israel,” Burk), may be due to 
assimilation to Lk. 

5-13. The Paralytic. 
Lk 7110 records a similar incident in a similar connection 

immediately on the entry into Capharnaum, which followed the 
Sermon. The narrative setting of the two Evangelists is very 
different. In Mt. the officer himself comes to Christ. In Lk. he 
sends, first, elders, and then friends, to intercede for him. On 
the other hand, the dialogue Mt *&!2=Lk®~® is almost verbally 
identical ; but Mt. has two verses, 1-12, which are not found in Lk. 
The similar position of the story might be accounted for by sup- 
posing that Mt. and Lk. drew from a common documentary source. 
Against this is the divergent narrative setting. Or on the sup- 
position that the incident was connected with the Sermon in oral 
tradition. The agreement in dialogue is not too great to be 
accounted for on this view. Or, lastly, the agreement in position 
may be due to reminiscence of Mt. by Lk. The reverse is on 
many grounds hardly probable. It seems probable that the two 
Evangelists record different versions of the same story. For a 
third, cf. Jo 44°54, The text of Mt. seems to have undergone con- 
siderable assimilation to Lk. See the critical notes. 

14-16. From Mk 179-34, 
The editor now returns to the incident in Mk. which follows 

the omitted section of the demoniac. 
14. And Jesus came into the house of Peter, and saw his wife's M 

mother abed, and fever-sick.| Mk. has: ‘‘And straightway they 
went out of the synagogue, and came into the house of Simon and 
Andrew, with James and John. And the wife’s mother of Simon 
lay fever-sick, and straightway they tell Him of her.” Mt. must 
omit ex THs ovvaywyns é&ehOdvres because he has omitted the 
previous scene in Mk. which took place in a synagogue. He 
abbreviates Mk.’s account by omitting as unnecessary kai "Avépéov 
peta TaxwBov kai “Iwavov and kai ebOds A€yovow ait repli airys. 
BeBAnpevny for Mk.’s xarékevro is an assimilation to v.°; see note 
there. Cf. a similar change in 92, and cf. Mk 7°, 

15. And He touched her hand, and the fever left her: and she 
arose, and ministered to Him.| Mk. has: ‘And He came and 
raised her, having taken hold of (her) hand ; and the fever left 
her, and she ministered to them.” The editor slightly paraphrases 
Mk. wWaro for Mk.’s xparyjoas is an assimilation to v.°. Mk. has 
the plural throughout, ‘they came—ministered to them,” because 
since 11620 he has represented Christ as accompanied by the four 
disciples ; cf. v.21 ‘they come.” But Mt. has left the incident of 
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the call so far behind that he has ceased to be influenced by it, 
and substitutes the singular. 

M 16. And when it was evening, they brought to Him many 
demontiacs ; and Fe cast out the spirits with a word, and healed all 
that were in evil plight.| Mk has: “And when it was evening, 
when the sun set, they were bringing to Him all who were in evil 
plight, and the demoniacs. And the whole city was gathered at 
the door. And He healed many who were in evil plight, and cast 
out many demons; and did not suffer the demons to speak, 
because they knew Him to be the Christ.” 

This passage is very characteristic of Mk.’s style. Notice the 
tautologous ‘‘ When it was evening, when the sun set,” the repeti- 
tion of tots Kax@s €xovtas and of ra dayudva, and the emphasis 
upon the multitude who thronged the door. Mt. omits “when 
the sun set”; cf. Introduction, p. xxiv. He substitutes the aorist 
mpoonveyxav for Mk.’s imperfect €fepov. See Introduction, p. xx. 
mpoopépev occurs fifteen times in Mt., three in Mk. The sub- 
stitution of the composite for the simple verb carries with it the 
substitution of air@ for mpos airov ; cf. the same change in 9?= 
Mk 23, the dat. for mpds pe in 17!7= Mk 9g), the dat. for zpos airov 
in 22%3=Mk 12!8 and the dat. for zpos rov IleAarov in 2757= 
Mk 15%. He abbreviates the rest in such a way as to omit one 
occurrence of rovs kax@s éxovras and of 7a daydva, and by a 
slight transposition has ‘‘ many brought, all healed” for Mk.’s “all 
brought, many healed.” Cf. Introduction, p. xxxii. Ady is an 
assimilation to v.8. It enhances the miraculous character of the 
healing. Cf. Introduction, p. xxxii. 

O 1%. The editor closes his first series of miracles with a quotation 
from Is 53*, which seems to be an independent translation of the 
Hebrew. The LXX is quite different (otros tas dyaptias pov 
épe kal rept 7.@v 6dvvarat), and would hardly have been applicable 
here. We need not ask as to the exact signification of the verbs. 
The translator’s thought was centred on the nouns “ weaknesses 
and diseases.” Christ healed these, as the three illustrations of 
leprosy, paralysis, and fever just given show. In so doing, He “bore 
and carried” them in any sense in which these verbs can be pre- 
dicated of a physician. The translator therefore chooses two 
colourless Greek verbs—AapBavev, Baorafev—to represent the 
Hebrew originals, giving us no clue whether the thought in his 
mind was that Christ “took away” and “carried away” disease 
from the sufferer, or rather that He took upon Himself and carried 
in His own person. these ailments in the weariness which such 
work caused Him. Cf. Deissm. 47d. Stud. 102 f. 

(2) Three miracles of power, 318-917. 
18. The next section in Mk is 155-89, This the editor omits 

as being irrelevant to his purpose, since it contains no miracle. 
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Mk 14-45 he has already inserted. He comes therefore to 2!??, 
But this occurred at a second visit to Capharnaum (Mk 2!), and 
Mt., who has already inserted Mk 1495, which separates the two 
visits, cannot by continuing with 2!? confuse them. He therefore 
postpones 2122, 223-36 contains controversial matter, which Mt. 
reserves for a special controversial section (12). 37-85 furnishes no 
miracle of healing. 414 is reserved for a special parable section 
(13). He therefore comes to 4%, where Christ is described as 
surrounded by a multitude at evening time, and about to cross the 
lake, possibly being wearied with His ministry. Mt. adapts this 
situation to what he has just recorded, inserts 819-22, and then takes 
over Mk 4%—520— Mt 88-84 with considerable omissions. These 
verses contain two incidents which form the first two of a second 
series of miracles illustrating Christ’s power over natural and 
supernatural forces. 

18. And Jesus, seeing great multitudes about Him, gave command M 
to depart to the other side.) Mk has: “And He saith to them on 
that day when it was evening, Let us cross to the other side.” 
Mt. omits ‘‘on that day when it was evening,” because he has 
already recorded the latter fact in v.1¢, 

19-22. Lk 9°76 has the story of these two claimants toX 
discipleship, with the addition of a third, at a later stage in the 
ministry. The substantial agreement in language is no reason for 
supposing that both drew from the same documentary source. 
Lk.’s addition and the difference of context is against this. But it is 
not easy to see why Mt. should have placed the section here in his 
series of miracles. Possibly the thought of the sickness bearer sug- 
gested to him the companion picture of the homeless Son of Man. 

19. And there came a scribe, and said to Him, Teacher, J will 
follow Thee whithersoever Thou goest away. | 

mpoce\Oiv] Cf. on 48.—els ypappare’s| For the Semitic use 
of efls=ris, cf. Blass, p. 144; Win.-Schm. p. 243. But contrast 
Moulton, p. 96; and for one=“‘a” in Aramaic, Dalm. Gram. 121. 
In Aramaic it is placed before the substantive, in Hebrew after it. 
Its use in Hebrew in this sense seems to be occasional and limited. 
Hatzidakis, Zin/. 207, says that this use occurs in Greek writers 
since Polybius. Zahn prefers to take els ypayparevs in apposition, 
“one, a scribe,” cf. 1874 eis dderAerys, on the ground that when 
Mt. uses efs as=vus, he places it after the substantive ; cf. 9/8 121! 
185 2118 Lk. has simply tus. 

didacKadre] = paBBel. See Dalman, Words, 336. What induced 
this scribe to wish to accompany Christ in His wanderings we 

1 rroddods Bxdovs, cf. 81. So R&C a/ latt ; ByAous, N*; 6yAov, B, assimilating 
to Mk 4°6 ‘‘the great multitude,” S!S?; turbam multam, cg!; 8xAos rons, 
abffihkq. Ina half editorial note of this kind the plural is more probable ; 
cf. Introduction, p. Ixxvi. 

6 
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cannot say. The next verse suggests that the Lord doubted his 
sincerity of purpose. 

X 20. And Jesus saith to him, The foxes have earths and the 
birds of the heaven nests, but the Son of Man hath not where to lay 
His head.| “Son of Man” is here quite clearly a self-designation 
of Himself by Christ. For its meaning, see the Introduction, p. Ixxi. 

KX 21. And another of the disciples said to Him, Lord, suffer me 
jirst to go away and bury my father. | 

érepos] is used loosely for GAXos, as in 10% 1245 1530—réy 
pabytav] loosely qualifies érepos without implying that the 
ypappatevs was a disciple. 

x 22. And Jesus saith to him, Follow Me, and let the dead bury 
their own dead.| It is generally suggested that rots vexpovs means 
the spiritually dead, z.e. those who had not felt the call to follow 
Christ, and were dead so far as He was concerned. They could 
perform the duties of burial. The questioner had received the 
call, and that was the more urgent duty. In this case, the burial of 
the dead parent would come under the rule that sometimes the call 
to follow Christ might necessitate the abandonment of human rela- 
tions; cf. 19°. But it is possible that ‘‘let the dead bury their dead” 
was a proverbial saying, meaning, “‘Cut yourself adrift from the past 
when matters of present interest call for your whole attention.” 

M 28. And when He embarked into a boat, His disciples followed 
Him.| Mk. has: “ And they left the multitude, and take Him as 
He was in the boat. And other boats were with Him.” The 
editor adapts Mk. to his context. In Mk. Christ was already in a 
boat, and had been speaking from it (Mk 41). Mt. is obliged to 
insert a statement of the embarkation, and omits the reference to 
the other boats as superfluous. 

24. And, behold, there arose a great storm in the sea, so that the 
boat was being covered by the waves: but He was sleeping.| Mk. has: 
“And there arises a great hurricane of wind, and the waves were 
beating into the boat, so that the boat was already being filled. 
And He was in the stern upon the cushion sleeping.” 

kai idov] see on 17°.—cepds| Mk. has the stronger phrase 
Aathay—ayvénov.—éyévero] for Mk.’s historic present, cf. Introduc- 
tion, p. xx.—xadtvrrecOar] for Mk.’s stronger yeuilerOar. Mt. 
avoids the repeated 76 zAotov ; see on v.16.—atrés d€] for Mk.’s kai 
airds, cf. Introduction, p. xx. Mt. omits év rH apimvy ext To 
mpooxepadaov ; cf. Introduction, p. xvii. 

M 25. And they came and aroused Him, saying, Lord, save ; we 
are perishing.| Mk..has: “And they arouse Him, and say to Him, 
Teacher, dost Thou not care that we are perishing?” The editor 
inserts his characteristic mpooeAOdvres.—mpooedOovres Hyetpay avTov 
déyovres] for Mk.’s éyefpovow airov kal A€yovowy, see note on 83, 
Mt. as usual avoids the historic present. Cf. Introduction, p. xx 
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—cicov aro\Avpeba] for Mk.’s od péAer cot Gre droAAUpeba ; THoov 
is a conventional substitute for the half reproachful ot peda cor ; 
cf Introduction, p. xxxiil. 

26. And He saith to them, Why are ye cowardly, O ye of little 
faith? Then He arose, and rebuked the winds and the sea; and 
ther: was a great calm.| Mk. has: “ And He rose up, and rebuked 
the wind, and said to the sea, Be silent, be muzzled. And the 
wind ceased, and there was a great calm. And He said to them, 
Why are ye cowardly? have ye not yet faith?” The editor trans- 
poses Mk 29-40 in order to bring the answer of Christ in close 
juxtaposition to the appeal of the disciples. He modifies the 
severity of the rebuke by substituting dAvyomioror for ovrw €xere 
niotw. For other instances, cf. Introduction, p. xxxiil. éAvyémurrtos 
addressed to the disciples does not occur in Mk., but in Mt. here 
and 629 143! 168, in Lk. only 127% Here the object of wiotts 
seems to be the power of Christ, for He was with them, and that 
should have kept them from fear of danger: or perhaps more gener- 
ally the providence of God.—rére] see Intro. lxxxv.—rots dvéyors] 
Mk. has the singular. It is characteristic of Mt. to prefer plurals. 
Cf. his frequent 6xAo. for Mk.’s éyAos; aAAa and zerpudy, 13°, 
for Mk.’s d&AAo and zerpades; prvotypia, 134, for Mk.’s pvoryprov ; 
and dpyvpia, 26, for Mk.’s dpyvptov.—xat 77} dadacon| Mk. has: 
kal etrev TH Oaddoon Sus7a wepipwoo. The editor perhaps wished 
to avoid Mk.’s strong imperatives, and he elsewhere avoids the 
oratio recta; cf. v.18 éxéXevoev awed Oeiv = Mk vy. A€yer—SreAPwper. 

27. And men marvelled, saying, What manner of man is this, 
that even the winds and the sea obey Him?| Mk. has: “And they 
feared greatly, and were saying to one another, Who then is this, 
that even the wind and the sea obey Him?” ‘The subject of the 
sentence in Mk. must be inferred to be the disciples from Mk vv.*4 
and 36, In the whole of the succeeding section Mk. speaks 
ambiguously of “they” and “them.” Mt. has introduced “the 
disciples” in v.22, of dvOpwro. might mean “men.” It generally 
has this meaning in the first Gospel; cf. 51% 161° and 24 times. 
If so, the verse would mean that ‘‘men (hearing of the miracle) 
marvelled,” cf. 98 This is more probable than that the editor 
should refer to the disciples as “ot av@pwro.” Feeling that 
Mk.’s “and they feared greatly” refers to the disciples, he sub- 
stitutes “ marvelled ” to soften the expression, and then to remove 
all reference to the disciples inserts ot av@pwrou as subject to the 
sentence. Cf. 98, where he inserts oi 6yAo. to remove all possible 
reference to the disciples. 

23-27. There are some small points of agreement between Mt. 
and Lk. as against Mk. Both report the embarkation. Mt. éuBavre 
aité els rAotov HKoAoVOnoav ait ot pabytai aitod; Lk. abros éveBy 
els wAotov Kat of pabyrai avrov. But since both editors have broken 
Mk.’s connection, it is necessary for them to say that Christ entered 

M 

M 
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into, rather than that He was in, a boat. éuPaivew is the common 
synoptic word for embarkation, and in other respects the two 
clauses could hardly agree less. Both agree almost verbatim in 
the words mpocedOdvres qyetpay (Lk. dupyepav) adrov Aéeyovtes. 
The main point here is the agreement in the insertion of zpoceA- 
Govres. Both agree in éOavpacay (Mt 2’, Lk %) and in the plural 
avexot. Lastly, both agree in omitting Mk °%, in paraphrasing °7>, 
in omitting all or part of %8, in omitting or paraphrasing od péAe 
cou in %8, in omitting the direct command in *°, in modifying the 
rebuke in *. It does not, however, seem necessary to suppose 
that they had another written source besides Mk. These agree- 
ments are probably in part independent changes, and in part 
may be due to reminiscence of Mt. by Lk. and to assimilation in 
process of transmission. 

M 28. And when He had come to the other side, to the country of 
the Gadarenes, there met Him two demoniacs coming forth from the 
tombs, exceeding fierce, so that no one could pass by that way.| In 
these words Mt. paraphrases and abbreviates Mk 51°. The two 
most striking changes introduced are the “two” and Gadara for 
Gerasa. In view of the brevity of Mt. as compared with Mk. in 
this section and the following, and to a less extent in the preceding 
one, it seems not improbable that when the editor came to Mk 1 
and was proposing to pass on to Mk 4%5-520, he did not unroll Mk.’s 
Gospel to these verses, but summarised them from memory, per- 
haps purposely shortening them. If that was the course adopted, 
dvo may be a slip of the memory; but it should be borne in mind 
that, having omitted a previous history of a demoniac, he may 
purposely have duplicated here by way of compensation. Cf. 20°, 
where he has two blind men and Mk. has one, with the fact that 
he had previously omitted a history of a blind man, Mk 82-26, 
The change of Gadara for Gerasa is probably intentional. The 
best known Gerasa lay 30 miles to the south-east of the lake. 
Mk.’s Gerasa is therefore a geographical crux, and has been 
corrected into Gadara by AC II 3@S3, and into Gergesa by 
xc? LU AS}, in that Gospel. Mt. seems to have felt the diffi- 
culty, and to have substituted Gadara. This city lay 6 miles south- 
east of the lake, and the miracle might be supposed to have taken 
place within its district (yapa). He does not say, as does Mk., that 
the demoniacs met Christ immediately on His landing, but seems 
to imply that Christ had come into the district of Gadara when 
the meeting took place. The herd of swine by the lake was “far 
from them,” v.°°, when the demons entered into them. That is to 
say, Christ had left the lake “far” behind Him. 

SarpoviConevor] Mk. has avOpwros ev atvevpate axabdptw; cf. 
the change in 9” ot aisoppootca for ovca év picoet aiuaros. 

M 29. And, behold, they cried out, saying, What have we to do with 
Thee, Thou Son of God? art Thou come here before the time to 
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torment us?) Mk. has: “And seeing Jesus from afar, he ran 
and worshipped Him. And cried with a loud voice, and saith, 
What have I to do with Thee, Jesus, Son of the Most High God? 
I adjure Thee by God, do not torment me.” 

For kai idov, see Introduction, p. lxxxv. 
vie rod Geod] We may suppose that the fame of Christ’s miracles 

had preceded Him, cf. 474. The demoniacs, seeing Him approach- 
ing, guessed Him to be the great healer. They address Him as 
“Son of God,” meaning no more than one who was endowed with 
divine power, or possibly using it as equivalent to Messiah. Cf. 
Dalm. Words, 274 ff—Bacavical] The word carries us into the 
atmosphere of the then current belief about demons, their activity 
and their destiny. See the art. “Demon” in D&B. It was be- 
lieved that evil demons could enter into human beings and 
dominate their personality. They could also be expelled by 
magic. Josephus speaks of one Eleazar whom he had seen curing 
demoniacs by holding a magical ring to the nose of the patient. 
He then drew the demon out through his nostrils (Azz. vill. 46, 47). 
The demons have power to afflict mankind until the day of judg- 
ment, when they will be punished, Zxoch 15-16. Cf. Weber, /id. 
Theol. 254 ff.; Bousset, Rel. Jiid. 331 ff. The demons who have 
taken possession of the two men here spoken of see coming one 
whose fame as an exorcist had preceded His arrival. They beg 
Him not to anticipate for them the destined torments of hell by 
casting them out homeless into the wilderness. Mt. here omits 
Mk vyv.810, which are not necessary to the story, and contain a 
question: “What is thy name?” ascribed to Christ. Cf. the 
omission of such questions from the parallels to Mk 5°0 698 819-20. 23 

12. 16. 21.33 93 7414; and see Introduction, p. xxxil. 
30. And there was far from them a herd of many swine feeding. | M 

Mk. has: ‘And there was there at the mountain a great herd of 
swine feeding.” For paxpav am’ adray, see note on v.*%, and cf. Mk v.®. 

81. And the demons were beseeching Him, saying, If Thou castM 
us out, send us into the herd of swine.| Mk. has: “ And they were 
beseeching Him (zapexdAovy, A D ad latt Syrr), saying, Send us 
into the swine, that we may enter into them.”—oi dé] For Mk.’s 
kai, cf. Introduction, p. xx. The editor omits Mk.’s tautologous 
iva eis airovs ciceAOwper ; cf. Introduction, p. xxiv. 

82. And He said to them, Go. And they went out, and went away M 
into the swine: and, behold, all the herd ran down the declivity into 
the sea, and perished in the waters.| Mk. has: ‘And He suffered 
them. And the unclean spirits went out, and entered into the 
swine. And the herd ran down the declivity into the sea, and 
were choked in the sea.”—oi 8& efeAdvres] For Mk.’s kat 
é€chOdvra, cf. Introduction, p. xx.—xai idov] see on 2. For the 
omission of Mk.’s és duoytArot, cf. Introduction, p. xviil.—év rots 
vdacw] Mt. avoids the repeated @d\acca of Mk. See note on 816, 
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M 383. And the herdsmen fled, and went away into the city, and 
reported all things, and the (affairs) of the demoniacs.| Mk. has: 
“And the herdsmen fled, and reported into the city and into 
the country.”—oi 8] For Mk.’s kai as usual, see Introduction, 
p. xx.—eis tiv woAw] Mk. adds xal cis rods dypovs. Mk. uses 
dypos here and in 6°6 5° in the sense of “farm” or “hamlet.” Mt. 
avoids it in this sense. 

M 84. And, behold, all the city went out to meet Jesus. And when 
they saw Him, they besought (Him) that He would depart from their 
Jrontiers.| With these words Mt. abbreviates Mk vv.!4°!7._zape- 
kéecav|] For Mk.’s jp£avto wapaxaAciv, cf. Introduction, p. xxi. 

eis brdvtyow 7G “Incotd] For the construction, see Moulton, 
pirajmnt ss: 

Mk. has here three verses which Mt. omits, 

28. TadapyvGv] So B al S!; Tepacnvay, latt; Tepyernvav, S° al; 
Tafapnvav, &*. 

28-34. Mt. and Lk. have a few points of agreement against 
Mk. in the following: 

SapoviCopevor, Mt 28 = darpdvia, Lk 27, 
Saipoves, Mt 2; cf. darudvia, Lk 88, 
dé, Mt 2, Lk 88, for kai, Mk ¥8, 
dé, Mt °3, Lk 5%, for cai, Mk 34, 
eEnOev, Mt %4= e€HAOov, Lk 55, for 7APov, Mk 4. 
Ix. 1-8. The healing of a paralytic, from Mk 21-!2, 
1. And He embarked into a boat, and crossed over, and came to 

M His own city.| Mk 57!* has: “And when Jesus had crossed over 
in the boat again to the other side.” The editor now wishes to 
return to Mk 2}, which begins: “And He entered again into 
Capharnaum after some days, and it was reported that He is at 
home. And there were gathered together many, so that there 
was no longer room for them ; no, not even about the door (R.V.): 
and He was speaking to them the Word.” ‘The editor omits, as 
usual, the thronging of the multitude, cf. Introduction, p. xviii, 
and substitutes for eis Kadapvaovp the words eis tiv idiav rodw. 
He has already (4!) made it clear that Christ’s headquarters were 
at Capharnaum. For the omission of Mk.’s év oikw, see on 15). 
He now inserts Mk 2512, and thus completes his second series 
of miracles over forces natural (8?%-27), supernatural (878-4), and 
spiritual (forgiveness of sin, 91°). He then adds Mk 213-22 simply 
because it is closely connected in Mk. with the preceding section, 
and in spite of the fact that it interrupts his series of illustrations 
of Christ’s healings. 

M 2. And, behold, they were bringing to Him a paralytic lying on 
a bed. And Jesus, seeing their faith, said to the paralytic, Be of 
good courage ; Son, thy sins are forgiven thee.| Mk. has: “And 
they come, bringing to him a paralytic borne of four. And not 
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being able to bring him to Him on account of the crowd, they 
unroofed the house where He was. And digging a hole, they let 
down the pallet upon which the paralytic lay. And Jesus, seeing 
their faith, saith to the paralytic, Son, thy sins are forgiven thee.”— 
kat idov] See on 2!.—zpocepepov] See on 8!6; and for the past 
tense for Mk.’s historic present, cf. Introduction, p. xx.—ézi 
kdivns BeBAnpévov] In these words the. editor summarises 
Mk 84, thus avoiding the emphasis on the multitude; cf. 
Introduction, p. xvill. For BeSAnpévov, cf. 8% Here, as in 8), 
it takes the place of Mk.’s karéxerro, For xdivy, Mk. has the 
vernacular and dialectic xpd8Baros.—Odpoe] inserted by the 
editor, as in 97%—7iorw] as in 81%, the quality of assurance, 
trust, confidence in the power of Christ to heal the patient.— 
gov ai duaptial] See on v.5, 

8. And, behold, certain of the scribes said within themselves, This M 
man blasphemes.| Mk. has: “And there were certain of the 
scribes there sitting, and reasoning in their hearts.) Why doth 
this man so speak? He blasphemes.”—xai idov] See on 120— 
év éavtois] for Mk.’s év tats xapdiars airév refers to inward 
reasoning, not to outward expression. Mk. adds: ‘‘Who can 
forgive sins save one, God?” 

4. And Jesus, knowing their thoughts, said, Why do you think ™ 
evil things in your hearts?| Mk. has: “ And straightway Jesus, 
perceiving in His Spirit that they so reason within themselves, saith 
to them, Why do you reason these things in your hearts?” Mt. 
omits Mk.’s 76 mvevuare atrov. Cf. the similar omission from 
Mk 82; and see Introduction, p. xxxi. 

5. For which ts easier} to say, Thy sins are forgiven ; or to say, 
Arise, and walk?| Mk. has: ‘Which is easier, to say to the 
paralytic, Thy sins are forgiven, or to say, Arise, and take up thy 
bed and walk?” Mt. omits 7 wapadvtixd after the first eizety, 
and xal dpov tov xpaBarrév gov after éye(pov. evxoros is a late 
and uncommon word. It occurs in Ecclus 22!°, 1 Mac 338; 
eixomia, 2 Mac 2%.—ocov ai dyapria] This order occurs in 
Mk 25-9 1447, and parallels in Mt., also in Mk 65 719 1037 143 
1519, Mt 22 516 64 724-26 o2 o6 1213.50 1715 ete, 

6. But that you may know that the Son of Man upon earthM 
hath authority to forgive sins, then He saith to the paralytic, 
Arise, take up thy bed, and go to thy house.| Mk. has: “ But that 
ye may know that the Son of Man hath authority upon earth to 
forgive sins, He saith to the paralytic, Take up thy pallet, and go 
to thy house.” For the parenthetical clause breaking the construc- 

1 Which zs easter. The reply expected is that it is easier to say Thy sins are 
forgiven, because such a claim could be neither proved nor disproved. On the 
other hand, to say Avzse and walk would be to court ridicule when failure 
followed. Hence in v.® Christ supports His right to make the apparently 
easier statement, by demonstrating His power to make the seemingly harder. 
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tion as suggesting dependence of one Gospel upon another, cf. 
Hor. Syn. p. 42, and Mk 146=Mt 418, Mk 5%=Mt o7!, Mk 142 
= Mt 26°, Mk 15!°=Mt 2718 The construction of émi rHs yis is 
ambiguous. In Mk. it occurs as here before, ddrévar dpaprtias 
(so C D a/latt S*, but B® place it afterward). The ambiguity 
is therefore due to Mk. The somewhat emphatic position of ézi 
THs yns seems intended to give implicit expression to the under- 
lying contrast in heaven. In heaven, God alone can forgive sins, 
but on earth the Son of Man has authority (delegated to Him by 
God) to do so. For “Son of Man,” see Introduction, p. lxxi. It 
is, of course, possible that in the Aramaic phrase originally used here 
by Christ, “Son of Man” meant (in this passage, not necessarily 
elsewhere) “man”—‘‘That you may know that men share with 
God His divine prerogative of forgiving sins.” But if Mk. had 
thus mistranslated the original Aramaic! by 6 vids rod davOpazov 
instead of of avOpwro, it is hardly possible that Mt. would not 
have corrected him. He therefore probably understood the 
phrase in Mk v.! as referring to Christ. The Son of Man has 
received from God the power of exercising a function otherwise 
restricted to God alone. Cf. Dalm. Words, 261. 

kAivn for Mk.’s xpdéBarros, as in v.2., For rove in Mt., see on 
27,—oov tiv KAivyv] See on v.5. 

M %. And he arose, and went away to his house.| Mk. has: “And 
he arose, and straightway took up the pallet, and went out before all.” 
Mt. omits the taking of the bed, as in v.5. Mk. has it three times. 

M 8. And the multitudes, seeing (tt), feared and glorified God, who 
had given such power to men.| Mk. has: “So that all were amazed, 
and glorified God, saying that we never saw anything like it.” Mt. 
makes it clear that the wévras of Mk. means the multitude.— 
epoByOnoav| Mk. has the strong word é&(cracda. Mt. once (129) 
uses this in reference to the effect produced by the healing of a 
blind and dumb demoniac, where its use is probably due to Mk 
321, He twice omits verses of Mk. which have it (Mk 5%? 651). 
Here he substitutes “fear” as being more appropriate to the 
forgiveness of sin than “astonishment.” But Mk., no doubt, has 
chiefly in mind the effect produced by the miracle of healing, 
rather than by the exercise of forgiveness. 

trois avOpw7ros| Christ, the ‘Son of Man,” was also man. If 
He had the power to forgive sins, then this power can be said to 
have been given to mankind as represented by Him. It is, 
therefore, pedantic to see in rots dvOpw7us a proof that the editor 
regarded 6 vids Tod dvOpwmov as equivalent to ‘ mankind.” 

1-8. There are several small points of agreement between Mt. 
and Lk. against Mk. Both have a different introductory verse to 

1 For Mk as resting on an Aramaic basis, see Expository Times, xiii. 328 ff., 
and, more recently, Wellhausen’s Commentary. 
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that given by Mk. Mt 9! is due to his alteration of Mk.’s order, 
and his omission of Mk 2? is in harmony with his omissions else- 
where, e.g. of Mk 15545 218 39.20 82 He does not, like Mk., 
emphasise the pressure of the multitudes. But there seems no 
reason why Lk. should omit Mk.’s reference to Capharnaum and 
introduce the incident in such ambiguous terms. Both have xal 
idov and xAivy or KAuvidiov, Lk 51% %4 for kpdBatros. Both omit 74 
mapadutiKe and Kat dpov tov kpaBarrdév cov from Mk ®. Both insert 
arn Oev eis Tov olkov aitod in Mk 12. Both have an expression of 
“fear” in the parallels to Mk 12, Lk. also has several details 
peculiar to himself. 

Many commentators, therefore, think it necessary to suppose 
that Mt. and Lk. had before them a second documentary source 
which would account for these agreements, and in particular for 
Lk 1”, But it is questionable whether the facts are sufficient to 
warrant the conclusion. «Aivy, ¢.g., and the omissions from Mk ® 
may well be independent alterations. da7AGev eis tov olkov aitod 
may be due to independent inference from Mk! traye «is tov 
olxov cov, whilst the insertion of “fear” at the end, and all these 
agreements, may be due to reminiscence of Mt. by Lk. It seems 
better to leave them unexplained than to build upon them the 
theory of a second source, which, whilst it affords an explanation of 
these details, introduces other difficulties. 

9. The calling of Matthew from Mk 218-14, 
9. And Jesus passing thence, saw a man sitting at the place ofM 

toll, called Matthew, and saith to him, Follow Me. And he arose, 
and followed Him.| Mk. has here: “And He went out again by 
the sea. And all the multitude was coming to Him, and He taught 
them.” Capharnaum lay on the lake side, and the customs house 
was probably on the outskirts of the town. But Mt. in this section 
is not concerned with the teaching of the multitude, and omits. 
Mk. continues: “‘And passing by He saw Levi, the son of Alpheus, 
sitting at the place of toll; and He saith to him, Follow Me; and 
he arose, and followed Him.” Mt. inserts éxeiOev. See on 421, 
In substituting “‘ Matthew” for “ Levi, son of Alphzeus,” he pre- 
sumably follows tradition, which identified the Apostle Matthew, 
cf. 108, with Levi the toll-gatherer. Ma@@aios represents the Hebrew 
‘nd shortened from 3nd or AYNND. A similar name NN occurs 
in a Palmyrene Inscription. Cf. Dalm. Gram. p. 178; Encyel. 
Bib. art. “Matthew.” The customs at Capharnaum were levied 
for Herod Antipas; cf. Schiirer, 1. i. 67f. For avdoras as an 
Aramaic or Hebrew idiom, cf. Dalm. Words, 23 f., 36. 

10. And it came to pass, as He was sitting in the house, that, M 
behold, many toll-gatherers and outcasts came and sat with Jesus and 
fis disciples.| Mk. has: “ And it cometh to pass that he sat in 
his house, and many toll-gatherers and outcasts sat,” etc. Mt. 
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avoids as usual the historic present yivera. In Mk. the airov is 
ambiguous. It might refer to Jesus, but more probably signifies 
Levi. However, the connection, “he arose, and followed Him. 
And it cometh to pass that he sat in his house,” is a harsh one. 
Mt. seems to have understood the house to be that of Jesus, and 
attempts to make this clear by altering the construction into the 
Septuagintal Hebraic: ‘‘ And it came to pass as He (= Jesus) was 
sitting in the house (=at home) and (=that),” etc. For xal 
eyévero—xai, cf. Blass, p. 262. It seems improbable that Mt., who 
in 4}8 has spoken of Christ as settling at Capharnaum, and in 9} 
has referred to it as “‘ His own city,” can mean by the simple & ry 
oikia any other than Christ’s own house. By dyaptwdAoi are no 
doubt meant people who were regarded with suspicion by the 
orthodox Jews because their lives were immoral, or because, like 
the toll-gatherers, they practised a trade which was looked upon 
with disfavour. At the end Mk. has “for they were many, and 
they followed Him.” Mt. omits this as tautologous. 

11. And the Pharisees seeing it, said to His disciples, Why 
does your Teacher eat with toll-gatherers and sinners?| Mk. has: 
“ And the scribes of the Pharisees seeing that He eats with toll- 
gatherers and sinners, said to His disciples, (Why is it) that He 
eats with toll-gatherers and sinners?” Mt. avoids the iteration of 
the phrase éoO/a peta TOv dpapTtwrdv Kal TeAwvar ; cf. Introduction, 
p. xxiv. 6a 7é seems to be a grammatical correction of Mk.’s ort 
=“why.” Cf. Mk g!!, Mt. 77; 928, Mt. dua 77. We need not suppose 
that the Pharisees (Mk. the scribes of the Pharisees) were guests 
at the meal. They were acquainted with the fact that Christ had 
sat at table with outcasts, and took an early opportunity of remon- 
strating with the disciples. 

12. And He hearing, said, The strong have no need of a physician, 
but they who are in evil plight.| Mk. has: ‘‘And Jesus hearing, 
saith to them that,” etc.—drv] recitative, is characteristic of Mk. 
Mt. generally omits; cf. Introduction, p. xix f. 

13, But go and learn what ts (i.e. what the meaning is of the 
words), Mercy I desire, and not sacrifice.” 

These words are not found in Mk. The quotation with a 
different introduction is also inserted by Mt. (127) after Mk 27°. 
It is, therefore, probable that the words represent a traditional 
detached utterance of Christ inserted twice by the editor in what 
seemed to be suitable connections. Here they emphasise the 
different attitude of Christ and of the Pharisees to religion. They 
laid stress on obedience to the law and to its sacrifices. He 
emphasises the moral aspect of the Old Testament revelation. 
The quotation comes from Hos 6%, and is in the words of the 
Hebrew and LXX (A Q) ; for xai od B has 7. 

18. Hor J came not to call the righteous, but sinners.| Mk. has: 
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“IT came not to call the righteous, but sinners.”—7\Oov] cf. on 
517, has behind it the conception of the divine mission.—oi yap 
nAGov Kadécat Suxaiovs GAN’ duaptwrovs] Had Christ, then, no 
message for the du«afovs? Not as such. The word implies 
righteousness obtained by obedience to the law. Only when the 
dikavot, as in the case of S. Paul, realised their essential un- 
righteousness, and ceased to strive after righteousness as a condi- 
tion to be produced along the lines of orthodox Jewish teaching, 
could they need or appreciate Christ’s call to repentance; cf. Gal 
217 (chpeOnpev Kal airoi duaptwdo). 

10-13. Mt. and Lk. agree against Mk. in the following : 
ot Papicator, Mt 1, Lk°0, 
dia ti, Mk 11, Lk 89; 671, Mk 16, 
elrev, Mt 12, Lk 51; Aye, Mk 27, 

13. duaprwrovs] Add, els perdvoray, CEalS!cg!2, Omit, 8 BD ai, 
The words have probably been added by Lk 5** to Mk. in order to explain 
why the dlxaco. were not called. From Lk. they have crept into the 
authorities for Mt. and Mk., partly in order to assimilate the Gospels to 
each other, partly because the same motive that influenced Lk. probably 
still affected the later translators and copyists. 

14. Then come to Him the disciples of John, saying, Why dowe™M 
and the Pharisees fast often, but Thy disciples do not fast?| Mk. 
has: ‘‘ And the disciples of John, and the Pharisees were fasting 
(z.e. were performing one of the stated fasts), and they come and 
say to Him, Why do the disciples of John and the disciples of the 
Pharisees fast, but Thy disciples do not fast?” The iteration of 
words and phrases here is characteristic of Mk. Mt. avoids by 
omitting clause a, inserting oi pafyrat “Iwdévov as the subject of 
mpooepxovrat, and substituting mets for these words in the next 
clause, with oi Papicaior for ot pabytal rév Pap. He substitutes for 
Mk.’s épxovra his favourite compound (see on 4%), but, against his 
custom, retains the historic present. For fasting among the Jews, 
see Schurer, 11. ii. 118 ff.; Bousset, Ae/. Jud. 157 f. 

15. And Jesus said to them, Can the sons of the bride-chamber M 
mourn so long as the bridegroom ts with them? But the days will 
come when the bridegroom shall be taken from them, and then shall 
they fast|.—viot tod vyuddvos| Hebrew nn ‘2, Aramaic §)) ‘92. 
The guests at a wedding, in particular, the friends of the bride- 
groom.—evGeiv] Mk. has vyorevew. mevOety is probably due to a 
desire to avoid iteration of the same word.—éq’ écov] for Mk.’s 
év @, to compensate for the omission of dcov yxpdvov in the next 
clause of Mt. The dcov is necessary to suggest that amongst the 
Jews the wedding festivities might last for some days.—per’ airav 
éotiv 5 vuudios] We should expect some such phrase as “ whilst 
the festivities last.” Christ singles out the bridegroom as essential 
to His application of the analogy ; His disciples cannot fast in His 
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company any more than the guests and friends of a bridegroom 
during the wedding festivities. Mt. omits here Mk.’s tautologous 
“so long as they have the bridegroom with them they cannot fast.” 
Cf. Introduction, p. xxiv.—éAeooytar O€ Hyépar, «.7.A.] After His 
departure from them they will fast. The words need not be under- 
stood as a prophecy, nor as a command, but may be a way of 
saying “‘they cannot fast now, but there will be time and cause for 
such expressions of mourning then.’ ’—vnotevcourw | Mk. adds 
the tautologous év éxetvy tT juépa. For Mt.’s omission, cf. Intro- 
duction, p. xxiv. 

14. ro\\d] Om. 8* B. NP vela* ruxvd, S! “eagerly,” asin Lk. The 
omission in 8 B may be due to desire for absolute antithesis between fasting and 
not fasting, and to assimilation to Mk. Mt. either found the word, which is 
very characteristic of Mk., in his copy of that Gespel, or added it to weaken the 
impression that Christ condemned fasting absolutely. 

16. But no one places a patch from an undressed piece of cloth 
upon an old coat, for such a patch drags away from the coat, and a 
worse rent 1s made.| Mt. inserts dé, thus connecting what follows 
with the foregoing incident, and substitutes émBadkAe for Mk.’s 
otherwise unknown émiparre.—fdxos]|=rags. Artemidorus, 27, 
uses it of strips of cloth wrapped round a mummy. In. Ox. Pap. 
I. Cxvil. 14, paxyn dvo=two strips of cloth.—dyvd¢ov] A word 
ayvarros = undressed, uncarded (so new ?), occurs in Plut. 169 C, 
691 D. In the second clause Mk. has ei 82 py alper ro wAnpwpa 
Gz avTOU TO Kawvov TOV waAaod. The sentence is obscurely worded, 
and has caused difficulty to the copyists (see Swete’s notes). 
TAypwpya is apparently synonymous with é7/8Aypa, and both words 
mean the patch sewn on an old garment to mend it. Wellhausen 
regards wAjpwua as an Aramaism. He cites examples of the 
Syriac = to mend, and la \So=a cobbler. ériBAnpa will de- 
note the patch as that which is let in or on to the coat ; 7Anpapa 
emphasises its function as that which fills up and completes it. 
We need not ask whether zAnpwpa has a passive or active sense. 
It is used as a rough equivalent of an Aramaic noun or participle 
derived from a verb of which the primary meaning is “to fill” 
(see Armitage Robinson, Ephesians, p. 256). Mk.’s clause ap- 
parently means: “If he does (sew a patch of undressed cloth on an 
old coat), the patch drags away from it (by its weight, and because 
it shrinks), (I mean) the new (patch drags away) from the old 
(coat).” Mt., like the copyists in Mk., attempts to relieve the 
awkwardness ‘of the words, “For (in such a case) its (his ?) patch 
drags away from the coat,’ ’ and omits the rather obscurely expressed 
explanation, To Katvov 709 wadawos. The connection of this verse 
with the preceding is obscure. Mk. has no connecting particle. 
He may be compiling detached sayings round a convenient 
incident. The strife about fasting suggests the contrast between 
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new and old, between the old systems of the Pharisees and of 
John and the new system of Christ. But Mt., who connects by 
dé, understood v.!® as the continuation of the foregoing. Christ 
had justified the abstention of His disciples from fasting in v.1. 
He now explains why He did not graft His teaching on to the old 
and outworn Pharisaic system of religion ; why, in other words, He 
did not reinforce the whole system of religious observances as 
taught by the orthodox Jews. He does not emphasise the effect 
which would be produced on His own teaching. That is suggested 
by the next verse. Here He lays stress on the disastrous effects 
which His teaching would produce on Judaism. As the new patch 
makes a worse rent in an outworn coat, so His teaching would 
weaken rather than heal weak points in the religious system of 
Judaism. A system to which fasting and the like was essential, 
was outworn. That is why He introduced a conception of religion 
in which fasting was perhaps an expedient, but not a vitally 
essential element. 

1%. Wor do they put new wine into old skins. Otherwise theM 
skins are burst, and the wine is poured out, and the skins are 
destroyed. But they put new wine into fresh skins, and both are 
preserved. |—ovdé BadXovow] for Mk.’s cai oidets Bare. fyyvovrae 
ot doxot] Mk. has pyfe 6 oivos robs aoKxovs.—xal 6 oivos éxxeirar Kal 
ot doxol aroAdvtat]| Mk. has kat 6 ofvos dwrddAvtat kal of doxoi. We 
should expect Mt. to omit the second and redundant 6 oives. But 
he retains it, and furnishes it with an appropriate verb.—fadAovorr] 
Mk., in his abrupt manner, has no verb. Mt. inserts to make the 
Greek smooth, and adds kal duddrepor ovvrypodvra to describe the 
effect of this better course of action. 

The verse carries on the thought of the preceding, but from a 
new point of view. To graft Christianity on to Judaism would not 
only increase the rents in the latter, and ultimately destroy its 
forms and ordinances ; it would also be disastrous for Christianity 
itself, which, confined in the forms of Judaism, would burst them 
asunder and be dissipated like wine poured on the ground. Forms 
such as fasting could not hold the wine of the new Christian spirit. 
The last clause, ‘‘and both are preserved,” can only give expression 
to the thought that if Christianity be allowed to develop in- 
dependently of Jewish modes, both Christianity and Judaism are 
preserved. But the thought of the preservation and continuance 
of Jewish modes of religion is foreign to the context. The clause 
is doubtless due to the editor, who is thinking rather of completing 
the literary parallelism than of the meaning underlying the words 
which he records. 

16-17. Mt. and Lk. agree against Mk. in the following: 
eruBadrc, Mt 16, Lk 36; émipamre, Mk 2, 
ei 5¢ ppye, Mt 17, Lk 97; ci d& wy, Mk *%. 
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exxetrat, Mt 17; éxyvOjoera, Lk 97. Mk. has no correspond- 
ing verb. 

BadrXovow, Mt 17; BAnréov, Lk *. 
(3) Three miracles of restoration, 918-4, 
18. The editor now, as before (see on 818), postpones 

Mk 278-484, He has already inserted 4%5—529, This brings him 
therefore to Mk 52!-43, which contains two miracles, one set within 
the other. The editor probably counted this as one incident rather 
than as two miracles. He then adds two miracles from other 
sources, and thus completes a third series of three miracles illus- 
trating Christ’s power to restore life, sight, and speech. Sir John 
Hawkins’ Hore Synoptice, p. 134, reckons ten miracles in 8!—9%4, 
and quotes Pirke Aboth 5° and ® ‘‘Ten miracles were wrought 
for our fathers in Egypt and ten by the sea. . . . Ten miracles 
were wrought in the sanctuary.” But ten is not by any means a 
number exclusively used of miracles or wonders in Jewish literature ; 
cf. Ad 51 ten utterances at creation; 57 ten generations from 
Adam to Noah; 5% ten generations from Noah to Abraham; 54 
ten temptations of Abraham; 5° ten temptations of God; 58 ten 
things created on the eve of the Sabbath; ten days of repentance, 
B. Rosh ha Sh 18*; ten things through which the world was 
created, B. Chagiga 12*; ten praise Psalms of David, B. Rosh ha 
Sh 32°; ten words at creation, 2.; ten things incompatible with 
study, B. Horayoth 13”; ten times Israel is called a_ bride, 
Midrash Shir, p. 123 (Wunsche); ten journeys of Shechinah, 
Midr. Echah. p. 32 (Wiinsche); ten famines, A/zdr. Ruth, p. 12 
(Wiinsche) ; ten expressions of joy, A/zdr. Shir, p. 28 (Wiinsche) ; 
ten terms for prophecy, 7d. p. 84. Moreover, other numbers are 
used of wonders or miracles; cf. six wonders done by Phinehas, 
B. Sanh. 82%, and six miracles at the fiery furnace, 74.92». In both 
these cases the same word 0°) is used as in 44 5°-8, It is true that 
as a matter of fact there are ten miracles in 8!—9*4, but 918-26 con- 
tains a miracle within another, and may be counted as one. And 
the fact that there are two previous series of three miracles, suggests 
that the editor reckoned this last series as three, not four. For 
the frequent use of three in this Gospel, see Introduction, p. Ixiv. 

M 18. Whilst He was saying these things, behold, a ruler came and 
was worshipping Him, saying that my daughter ts just dead; but come, 
lay Thy hand upon her, and she shall live.| Mk. has, “ And there 
cometh one of the rulers of the synagogue, by name Jairus; and 
seeing Him, he falls down at His feet and beseeches Him much, 
saying that my daughter is very ill, (I pray Thee) that Thou wilt 
come and lay hands on her, that she may be saved and may live.” 
—taira aitod AaXdotvtos avrois| inserted by the editor to form a 
connecting link; cf. Mk 5%. This section is much longer in Mk. 
than in Mt. In part, this is due to the difference of situation in 
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the two Gospels. In Mk. Jairus comes to Christ when He is by 
the lake side, and surrounded by a multitude (57). But when Mt. 
transfers the incident to 9}8, Christ is in a house discoursing to the 
disciples of John. Consequently he has to omit Mk vvy.*?-83, 
which could not have taken place in a house. The shortening 
may also be due to the method adopted by the compiler, who, 
instead of unrolling his copy of Mk. from 27-50, may have 
summarised 520-43 from memory, purposely shortening (see on $78), 
It is certainly noticeable that the sections in which Mt. is con- 
siderably shorter than Mk., viz. Mk 45-41 51-20. 21-43, are just those 
to obtain which the editor must be supposed to have unrolled his 
copy of Mk. if he wished to see them before him.—idov] See on 
120_apywyv <is]_ Mk. has cis tév dpyicvvaydywv. For these titles, 
see Schirer, 1. ii. 63 ff. For eis=7us, see on 8% Mt. as usual 
substitutes his favourite compound for Mk.’s simple €pxerau, and 
avoids the historic present. Mt. omits Mk.’s évopate "Iderpos.— 
mpooekvvet aiT@ A€ywy Str] these words summarise Mk.’s kat idov 
abrov mime: Tpos TOvs TOOas ai’TOD Kal wapakaAel adtov ToAAA A€ywv 
étt. Mt. substitutes his favourite word, zpooxuvety (see on 2%), 
avoids as usual Mk.’s present tenses, and omits the clause of 
entreaty as in 8?=Mk 140.—% @vyarnp| Mk. has 76 Ovydrprov. 
Mk. is fond of diminutives; Mt. avoids them.—dépre éreActtyncer] 
Mk. has éoyatws éxer, and records later on that a message came 
that the girl was dead. Mt. summarises.—éAAd] Mk. has the 
pregnant iva = “I pray thee that.”—xal fjoeral] Mk. has va cwO7 
kal yon. For Mt.’s omission of one of two synonymous clauses, 
see Introduction, p. xxiv. 

19. And Jesus arose, and was following him, and His disciples.| MW 
Mk. has “ And He went with him ; and a great multitude was fol- 
lowing Him, and they were thronging Him.” Mt. elsewhere omits 
the references to the pressure of the multitude. Cf. Introduction, 

. XVill. 
20. And, behold, a woman, with an issue of blood for twelveM 

years, came behind, and touched the tassel of His cloak.| Mk. has: 
“ And a woman, being with an issue of blood for twelve years, 
and having suffered much from many physicians, and having spent 
all her substance, and being not at all benefited, but rather having 
become worse, having heard about Jesus, came in the crowd behind 
and touched His cloak.”—xai idov] See on 21.—aipoppootea] for 
Mk.’s awkward otca év pvoet aiparos, cf. on 8%. Mk. has a long 
and awkward string of participles, which Mt. omits.—poceAOotca] 
the editor substitutes his favourite word for Mk.’s é\@otca. See 
on 43,—émobev] Mt. omits év 7G dxAo, see above, on v.!9.—rod 
kpag7édou| the editor adds to assimilate to 14%, where Mk. has 
it.—xpdo7reda] are the tassels attached to the corner of a garment, 
in accordance with Nu 15%°, Dt 221% See DA, art. “ Fringes.” 
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M~ 21. For she said to herself, If only I shall touch His cloak, I 
shall be saved.| Mk. has: “ For she said that, If I shall touch but 
His garments, I shall be saved.” For Mt.’s omission of ory, cf. 
Introduction, p. xixi—pévov] Mk. has «ay; for a similar change, 
cf. Mk 656= Mt 14%6, 

M 22. And Jesus turned and saw her, and said, Be of good courage, 
daughter, thy faith hath saved thee.| In these words the editor 
summarises Mk vy.99-34,—@dpoer] is inserted by Mt. as in 92. For 
his insertion of kat éodOn 4 yuvy ard THs dpas exeivys, cf. 815 1578 
1718 and Introduction, p. xxxli—1 miotis cov] wiotis here, as in 
81° 92=assurance, trust in the power of Christ to heal. 

M 23. And Jesus came into the house of the ruler, and saw the flute 
players and the multitude making a notse, and said.| Mk. has: 
‘* And they come into the house of the ruler of the synagogue, and 
He seeth the noise, and those who wept and bewailed much. And 
He entered in, and saith to them.”—éd6dv] the editor avoids, 
as usual, Mk.’s historic present; cf. Introduction, p. xx.—rovs 
aidnrtds| a touch of Jewish knowledge for Mk.’s vaguer xAavovras 
kal dAaAdalovras. Cf. B. Chethuboth 46, ‘Even the poorest in 
Israel will provide two flutes and a wailer.”—rov 6xAov] Mt. here 
retains Mk.’s sing. ; see Introduction, p. lxxxvi. 

M 24. Depart, for the girl is not dead, but is sleeping; and they 
laughed Him to scorn.| Mk. has: “Why do you make a noise, and 
weep? The child is not dead, but is sleeping.” 

M 25. And when the multitude was put out, He entered in, and 
took her hand, and the girl arose.| The editor here summarises 
Mk 49-43, 2é£eBA7On, yép0n|] Mk. has éxBaddv, dvéorn. For Mt.’s 
preference for passives, see Introduction, p. xxiil. 

E 26. And the fame of this went out into all that land.| This 
clause is inserted by the editor. His next section ends with 
similar words. 

18-26. Mt. and Lk. agree against Mk. in the following: 
idov, Mt 18, Lk 41. 
apxov, Mt 8=dpywv tis cuvaywyns, Lk 4, for Mk.’s es ray 

apxiovvayayur. 
Ovydrnp, Mt 18, Lk #, for Mk.’s Ovydrpuov. 
Tov Kpac7édov, Mt *, Lk *%, 
mpoceXGotoa, Mt *, Lk 44, for Mk.’s éAOotea. 
eOav—eis tiv oikiay, Mt, Lk 51, for Mk.’s épxovrat eis Tov olKov. 
yap, EF eke: 

avrns, Mt 25, Lk 54, for Mk.’s rod zadiov. 
27. Mt. here inserts two miracles which illustrate Christ’s 

power to quicken defective physical senses. The first of these, 
that of the two blind men, is noticeable for two reasons—(a) Mk 
records two healings of a blind man, 872-26 1046-52, Mt. omits the 
first of these, but both here and in the parallel to 1065? has two 
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blind men. The case is similar to that of the demoniacs. Mk. 
records two healings of a man év zvevpate axabdptw, 17°28 51-20, 
Mt. omits the first, but in the parallel to the second has dv¥o 
Sarmovigopevor. (6) It is striking that Mt. who in 8* omits 
éuBpinodpevos and the disobedience to Christ’s express and 
urgent command from Mk 14945, should here (vv.%?%!) have 
eveBpysjoato followed by just such an act of disobedience. It 
looks as though the editor, both in his insertion of v.?°, cf. v.%, 
and in his record of the fact that the blind men spread Christ’s 
fame, was preparing for the extension of Christ’s work in the mis- 
sion of the Twelve, which forms the subject of the next chapter. 

27. And as Jesus passed thence, two blind men followed Fim, cry- E 
ing and saying, Have mercy on us, Thou Son of David. |—éxeidev | (see 
on 47!) ze. from the ruler’s house.—zapdyovte] cf. 20°°.—xpalovres 
kal éyovtes] cf. Mk 104.—EXenoov jas vie AaBid] cf. Mk 1047 
vie Aafid “Incot éXéenodv pe. For “Son of David” as a current 
Messianic title, see Dalm. Words, pp. 319f. 

28. And when He came into the house, the blind men came toE 
flim. And Jesus saith to them, Believe ye that I am able to do 
this? They say to Him, Yes, Lord.|—eis tiv oixiay| presumably 
the house in which Christ lived at Capharnaum.—zpoo7\Gov 
Mt.’s favourite word. See on 4°.—morevere] See on Hine a 
See on 82.—eAdvri 5€]_ D abcgthk have xat épyerat. 

29. Then He touched their eyes, saying, According to your faith E 
be it to you.|—iwaro] cf. 8! of the hand, 20%4 of the eyes, Mk 7% 
the tongue.—xara ti rictw tpor] cf. Mk 10°? 4 riers cov cécwxev 
oe.—rioris| as in 810 9? 22, 

80. And their eyes were opened; and Jesus urgently charged EB 
them, saying, See, let no one know tt.|\—éveBpisyoaro|] The verb 
is used of horses snorting (A%sch. Zed. 461), of men fretting or 
being downcast (Luc. JVec. 20), or being angry (Dn 11°° LXX). 
It occurs twice in Mk., 148 145, where Mt. both times omits it. In 
Mt. it occurs only here. It is found twice in a different sense in 
Jn 11% 38, followed by 7 wvevpart or év éav7d. Here, as in 
Mk 14%, it presumably means “to command with emphasis.” * 

81. But they went out and spread abroad His fame in all thatE 
land.\—S.adnpilev occurs in Mk 1* and again in Mt 281, 

32-34. And when they were going out, behold, they brought to E 
Lim a dumb man possessed with a demon. And when the demon 
had been cast out, the dumb man spake: and the multitudes marvelled, 
saying, lever was it so seen in Israel. But the Pharisees said, By 
the prince of the demons He casts out demons.| A similar story is 
substituted by Mt 122224 for Mk 319-21, But no mention is there 
made of the casting out of the demon, as in éxGAnbevtos Tod 

1See Abbott, Johannine Vocabulary, 1811, ‘‘Gk. usage seems to demand 
¢ume such rendering as ‘ roar.’” 

7 
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Saroviov, Mt 93%. It is curious that Mt. should not have reversed 
the order. 9%?°4 would suit the discourse (Mt 12%5-8°) better than 
does 122224, Another curious fact is that Lk 11!*5 also substitutes 
for Mk 3!%*! an incident which has greater similarity to Mt 9%?34 
than to Mt 12224, If, however, Mt 94 be omitted, see below, 
this agreement is much lessened. It would seem that Mt., 
wishing to find a miracle to conclude his series, has fashioned a 
short account of the healing of a dumb demoniac from phrases 
which for the most part occur again in the Gospel. airay 6é 
efepxouevwy is a mere connecting link. idov and zpooyjveyxay atta 
are Mt.’s favourite words. See on 129 and 4%. For xwdov 
SarpoviCopevov, cf. Mk 782 and 9%, both of which Mt. omits. 
éxBadXew is the word used frequently of the expulsion of demons. 
When he comes to Mk 3}9>-21 the editor wishes to substitute a 
more suitable introduction to the following discourse. He 
therefore inserts 122224, Lk. omits Mk 3!>21, and at a later point 
in the narrative substitutes for the discourse which follows in Mk, 
another similar one from a different source which Mt. has also 
seen. As an introduction to it, Lk. inserts 111415, very possibly 
by reminiscence of Mt 9°28, 

84. Om. S' Dak. It may be due to assimilation to 124=Mk 3% 

C. (4) Extension of His work in the mission of the Twelve, 
9-111, 985-88 an expansion of Mk 6°, 

85. Having finished his illustrations of Christ’s teaching (5-7) 
and healing (8—9%*), the editor now proposes to show how this 
ministry found extension in the mission work of the Twelve. The 
fame of Jesus had gone forth into all the land of Israel (974), 
and men were everywhere desirous to see Him. He therefore 
sent forth the Twelve to carry on His work. In order to introduce 
his account of this sending, the editor postpones Mk 61, and 
expands Mk 6° into an introduction to this mission, modelled on 
the similar introduction to his illustrations of Christ’s preaching 
and healing (429-5), 

E 385. And Jesus passed about all the cities and villages, teaching in 
their synagogues, and preaching the good news of the kingdom, and 
healing every sickness and every disease.) Mk. has: ‘‘ And He passed 
about the villages in a circuit teaching.” For ras 7éAeus wacas kal 
Tas kwpas, Cf. Mk 6°8 eis kadpas 7) els woAas; for &v Tals cvvaywyats 
aitav, 4%; for Kal kypicowv TO evayyédvov THs Pacwreias, 479; 
for kat Geparevwv macav vocov Kal tacav padakiav, 47%, 

E 36. And when He saw the multitudes, He was moved with com- 
passion for them, because they were harassed and cast down as sheep 
that have not a shepherd.|—éotdayxvicOn| omdayxvilerGat occurs 5 
times in Mt., 4 in Mk., 3 in Lk., in Zestaments of XII. Patriarchs, 
in LXX A, Pr 175, 2 Mac 68, in Symm., 1 S 2371, and Ezk 24%), 
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—éoxvApévot] oxvdAAev in Alsch. and the Anthol.=to “flay” or 
“mangle.” In the N.T. to “annoy,” ‘“importune,” Mk 5%, 
Lk 7° 8%. In Berlin Papyri, 757.14 (12 A.D.), to “ plunder” ; in 
a 4th cent. papyrus (Haydm Towns, 134. 2), oKtAov ceavTov = to 
sanasten”;° cf. Totngov aitov oxvAnvar=“make him concern 
himself,” Ox. Pap. i. 123.10. The substantive oxvAuds means 
e vexations,” Artemid. 11. xxxi.; “fatigue” of a journey, Faydm 
Pesos, il. 6S; o‘insolence;? “Zebtunis Pap: 41:7; B.C) 129) 
“violence,” 2d. 48. 22, B.c. 113. Used here of the common people, 
it describes their religious condition. They were harassed, im- 
portuned, bewildered by those who should have taught them; 
hindered from entering into the kingdom of heaven (23}%), laden 
with the burdens which the Pharisees laid upon them (23%). 
eptupéevo. denotes men cast down and prostrate on the ground, 
whether from drunkenness, Polyb. v. 48. 2, or from mortal wounds. 
Here “‘ mentally dejected.” —dcei quack pn €xovta wae An 
Old Testament simile. Cf. Nu 2717, 1 K 2217, Ezk 345. The 
words are anticipated here from Mk 6%, 

87, 38. Zhen He saith to His disciples, The harvest indeed ts\ 
abundant, but the labourers few; pray, therefore, the Lord of the 
harvest that He will send forth labourers into His harvest. |—rére| 
See on 27.—éxBadyn] For the weakened sense, “ bring out,” “send 
out,” cf. 1220 1295, Mk 148, These two verses occur in Lk 10? at the 
beginning of the charge to the Seventy in identical words, except 
that Lk. has in the introductory clause ‘‘and He said to them.” 

36. éoxviuévor] NBC D a/; éxredvpéva, L. 

X. 1. The editor continues with Mk 67, 
And having called His twelve disciples, He gave to them authority WM 

over unclean spirits, so that they should cast them out, and heal every 
sickness and every disease.| Mk. has: ‘‘ And He calleth the Twelve, 
and began to send them forth two iby two, and was giving them 
authority over the unclean spirits.”—xat mpooxaXeodpevos] The 
editor avoids as often Mk.’s historic present. See Introduction, 
p. xx.—rovs dadexa pabytras airod| Mk. has simply rovs ies 
In Mt., who has previously omitted Mk 3!%1, and has not hitherto 
recorded the choice of the Twelve, the mention of the twelve 
disciples is abrupt and unprepared for. édwxev for Mk.’s ed¢dov. 
See Introduction, p. xx. The editor omits Mk.’s “and began 
to send them forth two by two”; but shows a reminiscence of it by 
arranging the Apostles in pairs. For the last clause, cf. 47° and 9*. 

2. The editor thought that this would bea suitable place for 
the insertion of the names of the Apostles, Mk 3!*!% which he 
had previously omitted. 

Now of the twelve apostles the names are these: First, Simon, EM 
who ts called Peter, and Andrew his brother; and James the son 
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of Zebedee, and John his brother.) Mk. has: “And He appointed 
the Twelve. And he added to Simon a name Peter, and James the 
son of Zebedee, and John the brother of James ; and He added to 
them names,! Boanerges, that is, sons of thunder; and Andrew.” 

tov 68 dadexa droordAwy Ta évopata éorw tatra] This is an 
editorial introduction. adcroXos, which occurs only here in Mt., 
is a reminiscence of Mk 3!4.2—zpéros] The word is unexpected 
in a mere catalogue like the following. It can only mean that 
Peter was the most prominent amongst the members of the 
Apostolic band; cf. 161719,—Ziuwv 6 Xeydmevos Leérpos] The 
editor simplifies Mk.’s harsh construction. On Siuwv, see note 
on 438, Mk. places the three chief Apostles first, and thus brings 
together the Greek names Andrew and Philip. Mt. places the 
brothers in pairs. —Avépéas 6 adeAgpds atrod] Lk. also has Avépéay 
tov adeApov airod. —‘Iwdvys 6 adeApds avrod] avoiding Mk.’s 
iteration of the name James. See on 4!8 For Mk.’s éréOnxev 
avrois 6vopata,! cf. Dn 17 LXX, Th. 

8. Philip, and Bartholomew; Thomas, and Matthew the toll- 
gatherer ; James (the son) of Alpheus, and Thaddeus.| Mk. has: 
‘‘ And Philip, and Bartholomew; and Matthew and Thomas; and 
James (the son) of Alphzeus, and Thaddeeus.” 

BapOoAopatos] an Aramaic name; cf. Dalm. Gram. 176.— 
@wyuas] another Aramaic name = “twin”; cf. Dalm. Gram. 145.— 
Ma6Gatos] also Aramaic. Cf. Dalm. Gram. 178; Words, 51. The 
editor transposes Thomas and Matthew, and adds to the latter 
6 TeAwvys in order to identify the Apostle with the Matthew of 9°.— 
"AAdaios| Aramaic; cf. Dalm. Gram. 179.—Q@adédaios] according 
to Dalm. Gram. 179, Words, 50, is of Greek extraction = @evdas. 

8. Oaddatos] N Bc ff! g?; AeBBaios, Dk; AeS8Batos 6 émixAnbels Oad- 
datos, C? E al. S!has ‘‘Judas the son of James,” assimilating to Lk 66 
In Mk. @addatos is read by most authorities, including S!; AeSSatos by 
Dab ff?igq. It is best to suppose that in both Gospels Oaddaios is original, 
and that AeSfatos was substituted in Western texts for reasons that can only 
be conjectured. It is possible that someone who supposed Thaddzeus to be 
connected with the Aramaic word for ‘‘ breast” substituted Lebbzeus, which . 
he had formed from the Hebrew word for ‘‘heart,” as a more fitting name for 
an Apostle. The Thaddzeus of Mk. and Mt. may bea corruption of Judas, 
which Lk. has rightly replaced. Cf. Zmcycl. Bb. ‘‘ Thaddzeus.” 

4. Simon the Cananean, and Judas Iscariot, who also delivered 
Him up.| Mk. has: “And Simon the Cananzan, and Judas 
Iscariot, who also delivered Him up.” 

Kavavaios] according to Lk. means “Zealot,” z.e. a member of 
the fanatical sect known to us from Josephus, Wars, iv. 160, v. 

1 éyéuara is read by 8 A C L a/, bvoua by B D. 
2 ods kal drogrédous wvduacev, N B C*%'4 A. But this clause may be an 

interpolation in Mk from Lk 6!°. If so, the title dwrécro\os in Mt. is due to 
reminiscence of Mk 6°”. 
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310, vil. 268 ; cf. Schiirer, 1. ii. 80 ff. Dalman (Gram. p. 174) thinks 
that the Greek form should be Kavvatos, and this has been changed 
into Kavavaios by assimilation to the geographical term Canaanite. 

Toxapidrys| Mk. has “Ioxapis6, which Mt. has found unin- 
telligible, and has greecised. “Ioxapié6 has been explained in many 
ways, but none of them are satisfactory. Dalman, who thinks that 
it is equivalent to the Hebrew nip wx, admits that it is surprising 
that this phrase should have been left untranslated. Cf. Words, 51 f. 

5. These twelve Jesus sent forth, having charged them, saying.| M 
Mk 68 has: “And He charged them.” 

The relation to Mk. of the discourse which follows may be 
shown as follows: 

Mt 1058, 
9-100 Mk 689, 
10b, 

H1-14, Expand ow 
15-16, 
17-22, 
Satta 

omit. Gis 
It is clear that Mk describes a sending out of the Twelve on a 

definite occasion. ‘They go forth in pairs, Mk 67. Their activity 
brings the name of Jesus to the notice of Herod, 614. They return 
and report the result of their work, 6%. To the editor of the first 
Gospel this mission of the Twelve during Christ’s lifetime seems 
to have had little interest. He omits the statement that they went 
forth, and the notice that they returned. Further, he draws 
together here sayings that clearly refer to the work of the Apostles 
in the interval between Christ’s death and His return, e.g. 17-25- 38-39, 
His discourse seems to have in view the circumstances of the band 
of disciples after His death whilst they were still in Palestine 
expecting their Master’s return. ‘The startling feature in it is that 
Christ is represented as bidding His disciples to limit their preach- 
ing to the Jews (v.®), and as assuring them that they will not have 
exhausted the cities of Israel before His return (v.28). We may com- 
pare with this the parallel conception that Christ’s return would 
immediately follow the fall of Jerusalem. It might be possible to 
harmonise these sayings with the rest of the Gospel by interpreting 
“cities of Israel,” not geographically, but ethnographically = “‘ cities 
where Israelites lived,” thus including the Jews of the dispersion. 
Along these lines v.6 would mean “do not go out of your way 
to preach to non-Israelites, rather go to the dispersion of the 
Jews.” But it seems more probable that the two sources Mk. and 
the Logia, which the editor of the Gospel is combining, represented 
different standpoints on this question. The compiler of the 
Jewish Christian Logia preferred to emphasise those sayings of 
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Christ’s teaching which seemed to limit the preaching of the 
kingdom to the Jewish people. The Twelve were to preach in 
Palestine, 10° 28; but the Jews in the dispersion, and proselytes 
from the heathen, would also furnish disciples of the kingdom, 81. 

In Mk., on the other hand, emphasis is laid on a preaching to 
all nations; cf. 131° “The good news must first be preached to 
all nations,” and Mt 289 “all nations,” which probably comes 
from Mk.’s lost ending. Mt. borrows these passages, but defines 
the object of the preaching of Mk 131° as eis papripiov wacw Trois 
éOverow. He seems to have found it possible to combine the ideas 
of a coming of Christ to usher in the end of the world immediately 
after the fall of Jerusalem, and of a previous preaching of the good 
news of the Kingdom to all nations. We may suppose that to him 
the phrase “all nations” was only a wide generalisation, and that he 
saw no difficulty in the idea that the good news could be preached 
“in all the world” within a single generation. The difficulty of 
completely harmonising 10? with other parts of the Gospel, arises 
from the fact that the editor is borrowing from sources representing 
different points of view, which he has not found it possible to blend 
so thoroughly that no trace of the original divergence remains. 

L58, 6. Go not away to the Gentiles, and enter not into a Samaritan 
city ; but be going rather to the lost sheep of the house of Israel.\— 
eis 600v] means apparently “to,” “towards,” “in the road that 
leads to.” The reference is to the large Gentile population in 
Palestine. For the Hellenistic towns there, see Schirer, 1. 1. 57 ff. 
For the Pharisaic view of the Samaritans as “in many respects 
on a level with the Gentiles, see Schiirer, 11. i. 8.—7ra apoBara ra 
drohwAdra] cf. 15%4, Jer 50°=LXX 27°, 

L 7. And as you £0; preach, saying that The kingdom of the heavens 
ts at hand.| Cf. 3? 4". 

L 8. Heal sick people, raise the dead, cleanse lepers, cast out demons. 
Freely ye received, freely give.) For kaebivenn see on 8?,—dodevowr- 
tas] cf. iarpov Ay Geparevaovta Tovs dobevovvtas, Ditt. Sy//. 503. 16. 

M 9,10. Acquire neither gold, nor silver, nor brass in your girdles ; 
nor a wallet} for travelling, nor two coats, nor sandals, nor a staff ; 
for the labourer is worthy of his rations.| Mk. has: “That they 
should take nothing for travelling except a staff only; neither 
bread, nor a wallet, nor brass in the girdle; but being shod with 
sandals, and not to put on two coats.” 

In Mk. these regulations seem intended to teach the disciples 
that they need make no preparations for their journeys. Their 
wants will be supplied. A staff is all that they will require. No 
bread need be carried, and consequently no travelling sack will 

1 Deissmann, Zxp. 7zmes, Nov. 1906, p. 62, suggests that m7pa means ‘‘a 
beggar’s collecting bag,” and quotes in support a Greek inscription of the 
Roman period found in Syria. 
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be needed. Nor need they take money to purchase food. The 
recommendation of sandals seems to strike a discordant note. 
How could it be of any importance whether the missioners went 
barefoot or not? The prohibition of wearing two coats seems to 
refer to the under and overcoats (see DB, art. Dress”). It is, 
however, difficult to think that the text of Mk. is in order. ‘The 
Greek is harsh (see Swete), and the command to wear sandals 
seems quite pointless. The command not to wear them, though 
difficult, would at least be easier, as having the same sort of 
meaning as the prohibition of two coats. In B. Berakhoth 54% 
it is said that men were forbidden to use the Temple courts as 
a thoroughfare. Consequently they went there without a staff in 
the hand, without shoes on the feet, and without money, whether 
in the girdle or in a purse. It is possible that Christ wished His 
missioners to avoid anything that would make them look like 
ordinary travellers journeying for purposes of trade or pleasure. 
In that case, the prohibition of staff and sandals would be more 
natural than the command to take them. Mt. has pide irodjuata 
pydé pdBdov. Lk. in the parallel section has pire paBdov, and 
omits the reference to the sandals; but in the next chapter, in the 
charge to the Seventy, he has px trodnuara. Both Mt. and Lk. 
seem to be rewriting Mk. in the light of a more familiar tradition of 
Christ’s words, according to which staff and shoes were forbidden. 

dos yap 6 épydrys THs tpopys aitod éorw.| Lk., in the charge L 
to the Seventy (10%), has the same words with puo6od for tpodis, 
and without éovw; and Lk.’s form occurs in 1 Ti 518, where the 
words seem to be quoted as Scripture. 

ll. And into whatsoever city or village you enter, inquire who™M 
in tt ts worthy, and there abide until you go out.| Mk. has: 
“And He said to them, Wheresoever you enter into a house, 
there abide until you go out thence.” Lk. in the parallel 
section has: “And into whatsoever house you enter, there abide 
and thence go out.” But in the charge to the Seventy He has 
separate sections dealing with the entry into a house and into 
a city. It would seem, therefore, that Mt.’s zéAw 7 xopny is 
due to reminiscence of a traditional form of this saying which 
contained these words.—égerdoare, x.7.4.] comes probably from 
this tradition. For éferaeuv, cf. 28. 

12,18. And when you enter into the house, salute it. And ifL 
the house be worthy, let your peace come upon it; but if it be not 
worthy, let your peace return to you.| Mk. has no parallel words ; 
but Lk., in the charge to the Seventy (10%°) has: ‘And into 
whatsoever house you enter, first say, Peace to this house. And 
\f a son of peace be there, your peace shall rest upon him. But if 
not, it shall return to you.” The words differ from those in Mt. 
The two Evangelists are drawing from different sources. 
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14. And whosoever will not receive you, nor hear your words ; 
as you go outside that house or city, shake off the dust of your feet. | 
Mk. has: “And whatsoever place will not receive you, and they 
will not hear you; as you proceed thence shake off the dust which 
is under your feet for a testimony against them.” Lk. has: ‘“‘ And 
whosoever will not receive you, as you go out from that city, shake 
away the dust from your feet for a testimony against them.” Both 
Mt. and Lk. substitute xovoprdés for Mk.’s yots, and introduce the 
reference to the city. Lk. has the same features in the charge to 
the Seventy (10!) They are due to the use of independent 
non-Marcan sources. 

15. Verily, I say to you, It shall be more tolerable for the land 
of Sodom and Gomorrhah in the day of judgement than for that city.] 
Lk. has similar words in the charge to the Seventy: “I say to you, 
that for Sodom in that day it shall be more tolerable than for that 
city.” Sodom is used in the N.T. as a typical instance of the 
execution of divine judgement; cf. 1125-24 Lk rol? 1729, Ro 929, 
2 P 28, Jude’. So in /ud 361° “On the day of turbulence, and 
execration, and indignation, and anger, with flaming devouring fire, 
as He burnt Sodom, so likewise will He burn His land and His 
city.” —7pépa xKpicews.| For the omission of the article in a 
technical phrase, see Blass, p. 151. For the end of the world 
as a day of judgement, see the references in Volz, Jiéid. Eschat. 
p. 188; Charles, Loch, p. 126; and cf. Ps-Sol 1512 “The sinners 
shall perish in the Lord’s day of judgement for ever” ; Jud 419 “ until 
the day of judgement”; Secrets of Enoch 39}, 2 Es 7102113 7234, 

16. Behold, I send you forth as sheep in the midst of wolves: 
be therefore wise as serpents, and harmless as doves.| The first 
clause, with dpvas for zpdBara, occurs in Lk 1o® in the charge to 
the Seventy, and is’ probably to be reconstructed in the fragment 
called Fragment of a Lost Gospel, published by Grenfell and 
Hunt. It there stands immediately after fragments of a saying 
parallel to Lk 115?=Mt 23!%.—qpovisoe ws ot dpes.] Cf. Gn 3} 
6 O€ odis HY PpoviyswraTos. 

It will have been noticed that in the preceding verses Mt. 
seems to have borrowed Mk 6°11, Lk. in the parallel section 
seems also to have borrowed Mk 67-!2. Mt. and Lk., in several 
striking respects, agree against Mk., e.g. mpooxaXeodpevos—éduxer, 
Mt 10! = ovvKadeoapevos—éeduxev, Lk 91; Kal Oeparevery tacav vooov 
Mt 1=kxal vdcovs Geparevew, Lk gt. Both have pyre (de) paBdor. 
Both add “nor silver.” Both add a reference to a city, efepyouevor 
efw—rs woAews exeivys, Mt 14 = ekepyopevor ad THs TOAEWS exelvns, 
Lk 9°. Both have xovioprév for Mk.’s xotv. The case is com- 
piicated by the fact that Lk., in the charge to the Seventy (ch. 10), 
has verses parallel to Mt 937-88 107. 10b. 12-18. 15. 16a, and also has 
parallels to Mt.’s expansions or alterations of Mk. in Mt 10? ph 
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trodnpara, 1 add. These facts seem to be best accounted for 
by supposing that Mt.’s modifications of Mk. are due to the 
fact that he not infrequently substitutes for Mk.’s phrases others 
which were more familiar to him. He may, of course, have 
had before him in writing another account of the charge to 
the Twelve, or of words spoken to disciples with reference to 
their mission work, and it is probable that the Logia contained 
such an account. Lk., in copying Mk., has also been influenced 
by his memory of other forms of Christ’s charge. Sometimes the 
phraseology which he remembers, or the second source which he 
uses, agrees with Mt.’s source. In compiling or copying the charge 
to the Seventy, the language of his source, oral or written, is often 
in agreement with the language of verses which Mt. has inserted 
in the charge to the Twelve. In other words, the situation is best 
explained as follows. Mt. has before him Mk.’s short account. 
He also has quite probably a section of the Logia containing a 
charge to the Twelve. These he combines, with quite possibly 
insertions or turns of phrase from his reminiscence of forms of the 
charge current in Church circles. Lk. has before him Mk., and 
quite possibly one or more other accounts of the charge. Amongst 
these may have been the first Gospel. He sometimes substitutes 
for Mk.’s phrases others drawn either from Mt., or from another 
source which was closely allied to Mt. in phraseology. The 
common theory that Mt. and Lk. both used (a) Mk., (4) the 
Logia, and that Lk. had also a third source, is too artificial to be 
carried through the Gospels, and does not leave enough to the 
independence of the Evangelists. 

17. The editor is reminded by the év pécw AvKwv which he 
has just written of a passage which occurs later in Mk.’s Gospel 
(13918). He therefore inserts it here, though it is clear that it 
does not, like the preceding sayings, refer to the Apostolic mission 
during Christ’s lifetime, but to their preaching after His death. 

But beware of men: for they shall deliver you up to Sanhedrins, M 
and in their synagogues shall they scourge you.| Mk. has: “But 
take ye heed to yourselves. They shall deliver you up to San- 
hedrins, and in synagogues shall ye be beaten.”—zpoceyere a76] 
cf. 715, and Blass, p. 126. Mk. has BAézere Se tyels Eavrods ; cf. 
Mk 815 Bdérere aad, where Mt. again has mpooéyere awd. Mt. 
omits BAérere from Mk 13% 93,—zapadaiaovo1.] Mt. as often 
inserts a connecting particle, here ydép.—ovvédpia] the local 
courts of justice; see Schirer, 1. 1. 151.—xat év tais cvvaywyats 
pactiydcovew tas} Mk. has the harsh kat eis cuvaywydas dapyoece. 
For the substitution of éy for eis, cf. 24!8= Mk 1316, and Introduc- 
tion, p. Xxvil. 

18. And before rulers and kings shall ye be led for My sake, for M 
a testimony to them and to the Gentiles.| Mk. has: ‘And before 
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rulers and kings shall ye stand (fast) for My sake, for a testimony 
to them.” —4x6yjcecGe]| for Mk.’s orabjoecde is suggested by dywow 
of Mk y.t1.—xai rots eveow] for Mk.’s harsh xai eis mavta Ta 
€6vn, which in Mk. belongs to the following verse. The editor could 
not take over the next few words, zp@rov det knpvxOjvat 76 evayyéXuor, 
since they are obviously unsuited to this charge to the Twelve. 
He should therefore have stopped at papripiov airois. See on 2414. 

M 19. And when they shall deliver you up, take no thought how or 
what ye shall speak : for there shall be given to you tn that hour what 
ye shall speak.| Mk. has: “ And when they shall lead you, deliver- 
ing you up, do not be taking thought beforehand what ye shall speak. 
But whatsoever shall be given to you in that hour, this speak.” 

drav 6¢] Mk. has xai érav; see Introduction, p. xx.—zapaddovr | 
Mk. has dywow—apadiddvres. The editor has carried the dywow 
into the previous verse (a4xOjocec0e). The editor adds was 7, which 
are found also in Lk 124. 

M 20. Lor not ye are the speakers, but the Spirit of your Father 
which speaketh in you.| Mk. has: “For not ye are the speakers, 
but the Holy Spirit.” 

mM 21. And brother shall deliver up brother to death, and father, 
child: and children shall rise up against parents, and shall kill 
them.| So Mk. with xaé for dé at the beginning. See Introduction, 
p. xx. Social strife is a common feature of the Apocalyptic 
description of the last days; cf. 2 Es 5° “all friends shall destroy 
one another”; 674 ‘‘At that time shall friends make war one 
against another like enemies”; /ud 2318 “And they will strive 
one with another, the young with the old, and the old with the 
young, the poor with the rich, and the lowly with the great, and 
the beggar with the prince”; Agoc. Bar 70% “ And they will hate 
one another, and provoke one another to fight ; and the mean will 
rule over the honourable, and those of low degree will be extolled 
above the famous”; och 567 g95 1001. See note on v.*4, 

M 22. And ye shall be hated by all for My name's sake. But he 
that endured to the end, he shall be saved.| So Mk. In Mk. the 
téAos is the coming of the Son of Man in the period after the 
great tribulation; cf. 2 Es 625 ‘“ Whosoever remaineth—he shall 
be saved, and shall see My salvation, and the end of the world” ; 
g’ 8 “ And every one that shall be saved—shall be preserved.”— 
vropeivas| cf. Dn 12! (Th) paxdptos 6 tropéver. 

L 23. Lut when they persecute you in this city, flee to the other: 
Jor verily I say to you, Ye shall not exhaust the cities of Israel, 
until the Son of Man come.| The éis réAos of the last verse has 
carried away the mind of the editor, in spite of his context, to the 
thought of the Second Coming. The apostles had been forbidden 
to go to the Gentiles or Samaritans. They were to preach to the 
lost sheep of the house of Israel, vv.5® In this work they would 
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suffer persecution, vv.17-22, But persecution would not become so 
universal that a city of Israel could not be found as a refuge 
before the Son of Man came. It seems to be impossible to 
interpret this verse of a coming of Christ to His missionaries during 
His lifetime. In this Gospel the coming of the Son of Man is 
always a final coming after His death to inaugurate the kingdom. 

19. és 7] om. Slabk. 
23. After riv érépav] DL S'abkg'qh add: ‘‘and if they persecute 

you in the other, flee ye to another.” The words, as Merx points out, seem 
necessary to explain the following exhortation. 

24. The editor here collects together other sayings bearing 
upon persecution. 

A disciple ts not above the teacher, nor a slave above his master.| L 
Lk. in his Sermon (6*°) has clause a, adding: ‘ but every one who 
is perfected shall be as his teacher.” 

25. Sufficient for the disciple that he be as his teacher, and the L 
slave (shall be) as his master. If they called the master of the 
house Beelzeboul, how much more the members of his house?| In Lk. 
the saying about the disciple and his teacher illustrates the saying 
about the blind leading the blind. Because a blind man cannot 
be directed by a blind man, so a scholar dependent on his teacher 
cannot receive more wisdom than his teacher has. At the best, 
he will he as wise as his teacher. Here the words have a different 
application, and are intended as a warning to the disciples to 
expect persecution. If their Master has been ill-treated and 
slandered, they must expect similar treatment. It is clear that 
Mt. and Lk. were acquainted with the saying in a detached form 
or in different contexts.—iva yévyra:] Here as in 88 practically 
equivalent to the infinitive. See Moulton, p. 206 ffi—BeedleBovrA] 
Here clearly a term of reproach! In 12% it is wrongly made 
equivalent to arch-devil. It has been traced to the 321 Sya= 
god of flies, of 2 K 16 This has been changed into dyar 5ya in 
order to introduce assimilation to the sound of bat=dung. In B. 
Ab. Zar 18° the sacrifice (Mat) of the heathen is ironically called 
bar “dung.” Cf. Dalm. Gram. p. 137. The objection to this 
explanation is that there is no evidence that Baalzebul was 
adopted into the popular demonology as a powerful devil, or that 
flies were particularly identified with evil spirits. Others connect 
zebul with the Hebrew 5yat, meaning “lofty dwelling,” cf. 1 K 833, 
Is 6315; but byt in this sense is used as the dwelling of God, 
whereas we should expect here some term equivalent to Hades, 
the abode of evil spirits. In the Rabbinical literature, Zebul is the 
name of the fourth heaven, in which are the heavenly Jerusalem, 
the Temple, the Altar, and Michael.?_ In the apocalyptic literature 

1C E al have BeedfeBovrA; N B, BeefeBovX’; S! c g? Beelzebub. See 
on 12%, : 2 Cf. Chagiga 12», 
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the lord of evil spirits and the Antichrist is called Beliar; cf. 
Charles on Ascension of Isaiah 1°. 

25. apxerdv] See on 634.—6 dodXos] se. “let him be” or “shall 
be.” We should expect 7 dovAw. The nom. is probably due to 
careless translation. 

26-33. The editor here inserts a section which finds a parallel 
in Lk 127°, where it is ascribed to an occasion at a later period in 
Christ’s life. There is a good deal of agreement in language, with 
some striking differences. These differences do not favour the 
theory that the two Evangelists borrowed from the same written 
source ; and the difference in historical setting is still more unfavour- 
able to such a view, unless the supposed source contained sayings 
without any historical settings. It is probable that the two writers 
drew these words from different written sources, Mt.’s being the 
Logia. 

L 26. fear them not, therefore ; for nothing ts covered which shall 
not be revealed, and hidden which shall not be known.| Three times 
in the following verses we get this “fear not.” See Introduction, 
p- Ixv. The saying about that which is hidden being revealed 
seems to have been a traditional utterance of Christ which could 
be adapted to any context. Mk. has it after the parable of the 
Sower, 472, in the difficult form, od yap €orw kpumrov éav py wa 
pavepwO7y odde éyévero amdxpupov GAN iva cis havepov EAOy. It there 
seems to be applied to the teaching in parables. The truth was 
hidden in the parabolic teaching, but only that it might gain the 
greater publicity. Mt., having inserted a similar saying here, omits 
Mk 4” in his parallel section. Lk. in the parallel to Mk. has: 
ov yap éotiv KpuTTov & ov havepov yenécerat ovde ardxpupov O od py 
yvacbf kai cis davepdv eAfy. Lk. here in ywwod shows remem- 
brance of the form of the saying which occurs in Mt., ywwoOnoerat. 
Lk. has the saying again in 12%, where he has a section, 127°, 
parallel to Mt 10783, but assigned to a different occasion. The 
saying in 12? runs thus: ovdey 6€ ovyKexaduppevoy éoriv, 6 od 
aroxadupOynoerat Kal KpuTTov & ov yvwobyoera. This is almost 
identical with Mt., where the words seem to be used as a proverbial 
saying, affording an analogy for the following exhortation: “Just as 
all hidden things are destined to be brought to light, so you must 
publish to the world what I tell you now in obscurity.” In Lk. 
the application seems different: “ Beware of hypocrisy, because 
the truth will come to light.” 

L 27. What TJ say to you in the darkness, speak ye in the light ; 
and what you hear at the ear (in whispers), proclaim upon the 
housetops.| Lk. has: ‘Wherefore (4v6’ dv), whatever things you 
say in the darkness shall be heard in the light, and what you speak 
to the ear (z.e. privately) in the chambers shall be proclaimed upon 
the housetops.” In Mt. the meaning seems to be: “I give you 
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My teaching in privacy and obscurity. But I wish you to be the 
agents in making it everywhere public.” In Lk. the idea rather is : 
“Hypocrisy is essentially futile, inasmuch as all things hidden 
ultimately come to light, and your secret words and whispers 
will one day be known.” 

28. And fear not those who kill the body, but cannot kill the L 
soul. But fear rather Him who is able to destroy both soul and body 
in Gehenna.| The second “ fear not,” cf. v.28, The warning there 
is against fear of slander; here, against fear of persecution to the 
death: “In your work of making My teaching public you will 
meet with persecution. Fear not physical death. But fear the 
wrath of God against unfaithfulness to Him, for He can destroy 
soul and body together in Gehenna.” The Talmud (B. Rosh ha Sh 
16° 17) says that the school of Shammai taught that at the 
judgement-day there would be three classes of men. Of these, one 
would remain in Gehinnom for twelve months, after which their 
bodies would be destroyed and their souls burned. But, as a rule, 
both in Apocalyptic and Talmudic literature, the punishment of 
the wicked is regarded as eternal ; cf. Volz, Jud. Eschat. pp. 286 f. 
Lk. has: “But I say unto you, my friends, Fear not those who 
kill the body, and after these things have nothing more that they 
can do. But I will show you whom you should fear. Fear Him 
who has power after killing to cast into Gehenna. Yea, I say unto 
you, fear Him.” 

For doByOjre dad, a Hebraistic idiom, cf. Blass, p. 88. 
For yéevva, cf. on 57%. 
29. Are not two sparrows sold for a farthing? and not one of L 

them falls to the ground without your Father.| Lk. has: “ Are not 
five sparrows sold for two farthings? and not one of them is 
forgotten before God.” 

doodpiov] The Latin as, known to the Talmudic writers as 
npx. It was equivalent to },th of a denarius, ze. to something 
less thanahalfpenny. Cf. Pestkta des Rab. Kahana, 10 (Wiinsche), 
p. 113: “If the bird is not captured without the will of heaven, 
how much less we!” 

30. But even the hairs of your head are all numbered.| So Lk. L 
with GAA xai—tyov for iuav d¢ cat. The emphasis here is rather 
upon ai tpixes than upon tpov. 

81. Fear not, therefore, you are more valuable than many L 
sparrows.| So Lk. without otv or jyets. This is the third “ Fear 
notes: ich. vv.26 28. 

82. Every one, therefore, who shall acknowledge Me before men, IL 
also will acknowledge him before My Father which is in the heavens.| 
Lk. has: “And I say to you, Every one who shall acknowledge 
Me before men, also the Son of Man will acknowledge him before 
the angels of God.” déyodoyetv év occurs only here and in Lk 128. 
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It is an Aramaic and Syriac idiom. Cf. even Moulton, p. 104: 
“Tt seems best not to look for any justification of this usage in 
Greek.” —rod zatpds pov Tod év tois ovpavois}] See on 516, 

L 83. But whosoever shall deny Me before men, I also will deny him 
before My Father which ts in the heavens.| Lk. has: “ But he who 
denied Me before men, shall be denied before the angels of God.” 
Vv.52. 83 find a differently worded parallel in Mk 8%8, which the 
editor of Mt. omits when he comes to that section of Mk. 

L 84. The thought of persecution, especially of persecution at 
the hands of near relatives, reminds the editor of other sayings 
bearing upon the divisions caused by Christ’s teaching in families. 

Think not that I came to cast peace upon the earth. I came not 
to cast peace, but a sword.| This and the following verse find a 
parallel in Lk 1251-83 in a different context. Lk. has: ‘ Think ye 
(doxetre) that I came (zapeyevouny) to give peace on the earth? No, 
I tell you, but division.” Phraseology and context alike differ. 
The two Evangelists draw from different sources. 

My vouionre dte 7AGov—ovx HAGov] The same formula occurs 
in 51’. The editor probably assimilates. 

35. For I came to divide a man against his father, and a 
daughter against her mother, and a bride against her mother-in-law. | 
Lk 1252-58 has a similar thought in different words. 

Cf. B. Sanhed. 97* “In the period when the Son of David 
shall come, a daughter will rise up against her mother, a daughter-in- 
law against her mother-in-law.” For similar formulas in Babylonian 
Inscriptions, cf. Jeremias, Badbylonisches im NT, p. 97. 

Cf. also Sotah 49*” “The son despises the father, the daughter 
rebels against the mother, the daughter-in-law against the mother- 
in-law, and a man’s enemies are they of his own household.” 

L 386. And a man’s enemies (shall be) those of his household.| This 
and the previous verse seem to be a reminiscence of Mic 7° 

L 87. He who loveth father or mother more than Me, is not worthy 
of Me; and he who loveth son or daughter more than Me, ts not 
worthy of Me.| This and the following verse find a parallel in 
Lk 146-27, But context and phraseology are alike different. The 
Evangelists draw from different sources. Lk. has: “If any man 
come to Me, and hate not his own father, and mother, and wife, 
and children, and brothers, and sisters, yea, and also his own life, 
he cannot be My disciple.” 

L 88. And he who taketh not his cross, and followeth after Me, ts 
not worthy of Me.| Wk. has: “ Whosoever beareth not his cross, 
and cometh after Me, cannot be My disciple.” It is clear that in 
the Synoptic Gospels we have three recensions of this saying, viz. 
(2) Mk 84=Mt 16%=Lk 923, a positive | form, ei ms Gedet ériow 
pou A Getv (Lk. EpyeoOar) dpynrdabu éavrov Kal dpdatw Tov oTavpov 
aivrod (Lk. adds xa6” yjuépav) Kai dxoAovbelrw po. (5) Mt 10%, a 
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negative form, 6s ot AawBaver TOY oTavpdy adrod Kal axodovbet éricw 
pov. (c) Lk 142’, another negative form in a different context, 
dots ov Pactdle Tov otavpov éavTod Kai épxerar dricw pov. The 
two latter look like independent translations of a Semitic original. 
It is commonly assumed that this saying betrays reflection upon 
the manner of Christ’s death. So far as Lk. is concerned, the 
thought of discipleship as involving probable death in persecution, 
seems less obvious than that of faithful discipleship simply. It 
would not have been surprising had we found “yoke” for ‘‘ cross” 
there. The Rabbis spoke of a man as receiving the yoke of 
the law, cf. 4d 3°; or the yoke of the kingdom of the heavens, 
cf. B. Berakhoth 13°. So Christ, elsewhere, Mt 1129, spoke of His 
yoke. But it is historically probable that Christ in speaking of 
His death should anticipate it as one of crucifixion. This had 
become, as it would seem, typical of violent death. It is so used 
in the parables of the A/echilta. Cf. Fiebig, Alyud. Gleichnisse, 
p. 44: ‘‘(Like) a robber who entered in and outraged the king’s 
palace, (saying), If I find the king’s son I will seize him and kill 
and crucify him.” Cf. Plato, Ref. 11. 361: “ The just man—will be 
impaled.” The condemned man carried his cross to the place of 
execution. Cf. Artemidorus, ii. 56: 6 xeAXAwv aita (cravpo) zpoc- 
nrovobat mpdtepov airov Baordle.;! Bereshith Rabba, Par. 56 
(Winsche, p. 266): ‘ Abraham took the wood of the offering as one 
who bears his cross upon his shoulder”; Plut. de Sera Num. Vind. 
C. 9: Kal TO cdpartt Tay KoAalopevwy ExacToS Kakovpywy expéeper TOV 
avtov oravpov. The thought in Mt 10% is no doubt of death in per- 
secution. The disciples would be dragged before courts of justice, 
v.17; they would be killed by their relatives, v.24. But they were not 
to fear physical death, v.28. If they shrank back and recanted their 
faith in Christ, He would deny them before God, v.*%. They must be 
prepared to go to a shameful death, following His example, v.*%. 

89. He that found his life shall lose tt; and he that lost his life 
for My sake shall find it.| This saying occurs in four forms : (1) 
Mk 8%=Mt 16%=Lk 9% 6s yap eay (Lk. ay) An, Thy Wyn 
avtov (Mk. EavTov Yuxiy) caca drodére airy, és & av aroheoy 
( Mk. aroX€oet) THY WoxIVv adbrod evexev éuod (Mk. Kal rod evayyediov) 
otros (om. Mt. Mk.) cdoe abriy (Mt. etpycel, assimilating to 10%). 
(2) Mt 10% 6 etpov THY Pox | avTov droderet avTyVv, Kal 6 drokécas 
THY Wryiv avTod evexev €wod etpyoet aityv. (3) Lk 17°, in a different 
context, Os éay Cytyon THyv Wrxyv adrod TepiToujoacba arod€oe 
avtinv, 6s 8 ay drodeon woyovyce aityv. This and No. 1 look like 
independent translations of a Semitic original. They are not based 
on a common Greek source. (4) Jn 127° 6 prov TiV Wuxi, avrov 
darodhver airnv: Kal 6 purav THY Wuxi aitod év TO KOTpw TOUTH Eis 
fwnv aidviov dvdd&er airyv. 
1 Quoted by Dr. Bigg, The Church’s Task under the Roman Empire, p. 79. 

i) 
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In Mk 8= Mt 16=Lk 9, and in Mt. 10, this saying is connected 
with the saying about bearing the cross. 

Here in Mt. it clearly has reference to death in persecution. 
“He who shrinks from death, and wishes to preserve his life of 
the body, will indeed do so, but will lose the higher life of the soul 
into which he would have passed through martyrdom. He who is 
content to suffer death because of his faithfulness to My teaching, 
will forfeit the life of the body, but will make discovery on the 
other side of death of the higher life of the soul.” 

L 40. He who receiveth you receiveth Me, and he who receiveth 
Me receiveth Him that sent Me.| Cf. Mk 9°". 

L 41. He who receiveth a prophet in the name of a prophet shall 
receive the reward of a prophet; and he who receives a righteous 
man in the name ofa righteous man shall receive the reward of a 
righteous man.| V.*° finds a parallel in Mk 98" ds dy éy trav 
Towovtwv ratdiov déEnrar él TO dvopati pov ene Séxerar: Kal Os av ewe 
Séxyrar odk eue déyerar GAAG Tov aroctethavTa pe. Mt. adapts to 
his context here by substituting tuas for “one of such children,” 
and omits from Mk when he comes to that passage. The thought 
passes from the fate of the disciples to that of those who receive 
the teaching of Christ, which they are to proclaim to the world. 
Those who receive them, ze. welcome their teaching, receive 
Christ, because it is His teaching which the disciples transmit, 
and receive God who sent Him. This idea of Christ’s mission 
from God has already underlain the #Aov of 517 1074. In v.49 the 
Christian missionaries are called zpo@yra and Sixavo. For the 
first, cf. 23°. They were décavon as practising the dixaroovvn which 
he taught them, 6118; cf. 57% is ovoua is a translation of the 
Jewish ow) =“‘in the capacity of,” “as,” “on the ground of his pro- 
phetic qualifications.” Cf. Heitmiller, Zz Mamen Jesu, pp. 112 ff. 
Those who receive the Christian missionaries in respect of their 
Christian message, z.e. accept their teaching and become Christians, 
will receive the same reward as the preachers themselves. For the 
idea of eternal life as a reward, see on 197%; and for the concep- 
tion that early and late comers into the kingdom receive the same 
reward of eternal life, see on 201-16, 

M 42. And whosoever shall give to drink to one of these little ones a 
cup of cold water only in the name of a disciple, verily I say to you, 
he shall not lose his reward.| This saying is clearly out of place 
here, because there is nothing in the context to explain the mean- 
ing of rév puxpdv TovtTwv. It occurs again in Mk 9#! with yas for 
“these little ones.” 6s yap av motion tuas rornptov voaTos év évépatt 
6tu Xpiorod ord, dpiyy Aéyw byiv ote od py arod<oy Tov pucHdv ator. 
Mt. in the parallel section to Mk. omits this verse. Mk., however, 
has t@v puxpdv tovTwy in the next verse, 94% Mt. seems to be 
quoting from memory, and to have brought in the “ these little 
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ones” inadvertently. Mk.’s judas would have suited the purpose 
much better. If Mt. had known the saying independently with ray 
puxpov tovtwv, he would almost certainly have inserted it in this form 
in the parallel to Mk 941. On the other hand, tév puxpdv tovtwv 
in Mt 10*? can only be explained as a reminiscence of Mk 041: 42, 

XI. 1. And it came to pass, when Jesus finished charging His E 
twelve disciples, He departed thence to teach and to preach in their 
cities.| For this formula at the end of five long discourses, cf. 
Introduction, p. Ixiv. For éxet@ev, cf. on 424.—rod diddoKxev| Mt. 
has rod with inf. 7 times. The present tense emphasises the con- 
tinuance of the action; cf. 13, and contrast 28 31%, See Blass, 
pp. 196 ff.; Abbott, Johannine Grammar, 2496. 

C. (5) Survey of His ministry, 112°, 
2. The editor gives a survey of Christ’s work. It falls into 

three sections. Christ’s work is considered (a) in relation to that 
of the Baptist, 21%; (4) in view of its apparent failure, 2°24; (¢) in 
view of its real success, 25-39, 

No part of this is found in Mk. 
Vv.?-19 find a parallel in Lk 7185, But 

Mt 2% bear little resemblance to keen 
#11 agree verbally for the most part with EE 

At this point Lk. breaks the thread of the discourse by inserting 
an editorial comment, vv.?98°, Mt. seems to carry on the speech, 
but vv.!215 are probably inserted here by him from another 
context. Vv.12-15 find a parallel in Lk 1616 where the clauses are 
in the reverse order. 

Mt 16-19 agree very closely with Lk 31-85, 
20 is an editorial comment. 
21-234 agree closely with Lk 1o!%15 from the charge to the 

Seventy. 
23b has no parallel in Lk. 
24 agrees closely with Lk 1o!2, 
25-27 agree closely with Lk 101-72 after the return of the 

Seventy. 
28-30 have no parallel in Lk. 

So far as vy.?0-80 are concerned, it seems probable that the 
editor is bringing together detached sayings, some of which Lk. 
has placed in or after the charge to the Seventy. The two 
Evangelists cannot have had a common source for these sayings, 
unless the source consisted of sayings only, without historical 
connections. These sayings had probably become stereotyped 
in tradition, and were drawn by the two writers from different 
sources. But the relation of Mt 41-1619 to Lk 22-28. 31-35 is very 
puzzling. Why do both writers connect these groups of sayings ; 
and why do both insert between them a paragraph which is quite 
different in the two Gospels? It is probable that the two groups 

8 
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existed independently before the two Evangelists. Why both 
writers connected them is not easy to explain. But since both 
groups deal with John the Baptist, it is not altogether unnatural 
that two or more Gospels should have connected them together. 
That they did this independently is shown by the different char- 
acter of the connecting links, Mt 12-16, Lk 29-80, 

If it be thought that the close verbal agreement of Mt #U= 
Lk 22-28 and of Mt 1619=Lk 731-85 compels us to think of a direct 
connection between the Gospels, it would be better to fall back 
upon the view that Lk. had seen Mt., than to suppose that both 
are borrowing from a common source. In the latter case it is 
impossible to explain the fact that both editors independently 
insert extraneous words at the same point in a common source. 
If Lk. had seen Mt., he may well have taken objection to vv.1245 
as obscure, and substituted for them a comment which prepared 
an anticipatory explanation of Mt 1%». In that case he has not 
cared to pass over Mt 1718 altogether, but has placed them in 
another context, transposed them, substituted aad rére for dd 8é 
Tov HEpav “Iwavov which he felt to be anachronistic, substituted 
evayyeALerar for the ambiguous Ardferar, and paraphrased Piacral 
dpralovotv airyv by ras eis abriy Bidlerar, thus making the sentence 
clearly express the idea that the Baptist’s ministry was the in- 
auguration of the kingdom of heaven. Cf. Ac 17? 1097, 

L 2,3. And John having heard in the prison the works of the 
Messiah, sent through his disciples, and said to Him, Art Thou the 
Coming One, or are we to wait for another?| Lk. agrees only in 
the last clause. 

év 7 Secpwtypiw| The imprisonment of the Baptist has been 
referred to in 41%.—ra épya] of which illustrations have been given 
in 81-934.—6 épyopevos] z.e. the Messiah; cf. 314, Ps 11826, Dn 738. 

L 4-6. And Jesus answered and said to them, Go report to John 
what ye hear and see: blind men see, and lame men walk. Lepers 
are cleansed, and deaf men hear. And dead men are raised, and 
poor men are told good news. And blessed ts he who shall not be 
made to stumble in Me.|—xa6apifovra] See on 82.—etayyediLovrar] 
The verb occurs only here in this Gospel. For the construction, 
cf. He 4? ®&.—oxavdaric64] See on 52%. 

Lk. agrees almost word for word. He omits 6 ‘Iycots, has 
€ldere Kal nxovoarte for axovere kal BAérere, omits Kal before ywAoé, 
vexpot, and mrwyxoi, and has éay for ay in the last clause. 

L %. And as they were going, Jesus began to speak to the multitudes 
concerning John, What went ye out into the wilderness to behold? A 
reed shaken by the wind? or: Why went ye out into the wilderness ? 
To behold a reed shaken by the wind?| Lk. has: dreAGdvtwv 8é trav 
dyyéAwv ‘Iwdvov, for rovtwy dé ropevopevwr. 

The reed shaken by the wind seems to be a metaphor fora 
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commonplace event. But there is probably a side reference to 
the thoughts of the multitudes concerning John. He had predicted 
the coming of One mightier than he (3!!). He had recognised in 
Christ one who honoured him by coming to his baptism. Now 
his message seemed to show that he was vacillating, doubtful 
whether after all Christ was the coming mightier One. 

GedoacGor] does not occurin Mk. The seeing implied is the 
beholding, gazing at, e.g. a spectacle or pageant. It occurs in 6! 
“to be gazed at by them,” 221! “to look at the guests,” 23° “to be 
gazed at by men.” 

8. But what went ye out to see? A man clothed in soft (raiment)? L 
Behold, they who wear soft (raiment) are in kings’ houses.| Lk. has 
év paXakors ivarious in the first clause, and for the second: idod of év 
inaritpe évddkw kal tpupy tmdpxovtes ev Tots BacwAcios eiciv. The 
meaning is: “ You did not go all that way into the wilderness to 
see a worldly sensualist.” 

9. But what went ye out to see? A prophet? yes, I say to you, L 
and more than a prophet.| So Lk. 

“You went to see a spiritual leader of men. And the fulfilment 
exceeded your expectation. You saw a prophet, and that no 
ordinary prophet.” 

10. This is he, of whom it stands written, Behold, I send My i 
messenger before Thy face, who shall prepare Thy way before Thee.| 

“For John is he whom the Scripture predicted as the messenger 
who should prepare the way for the Messiah.” The quotation 
comes from Mal 3}, where the LXX has idod (éya, 8° A QT) 
eEarooréAAw Tov ayyeAdv pov, Kal emiBdeperar b0dv mpd tpoocwmrov 
pov. Mt., Mk 1%, and Lk 777 agree against the LXX—(a) in 
dmooté\Aw for éfarooréAAw ; (4) in mpd zpoowrov cov after ‘ My 
messenger” ; (¢) in 6s for kai; (@) in xatackevace for ériBrAdPerau, 
and Mt. and Lk. agree; (e) in €umpoo6é cov for rpd mpoowrov 
gov after “way.” Both Mt. and Lk. omit in their parallels to 
Mk 12. It seems clear that the quotation was current in Christian 
circles in a form slightly different from the LXX. pd zpoodzov 
pov after ‘‘ My messenger,” may be due to assimilation to Ex 23%, 

ll. Verily I say to you, There hath not arisen among women-born L 
a greater than John the Baptist. But the least in the kingdom of 
the heavens ts greater than he.| Lk. has: petlwv ev yewyrots 
yeovatkav “Iwavov ovdeis ot, and “ of God” for “of the heavens.” 
“Thus as fulfilling the prophecy of Malachi and heralding the 
Messiah, John is pre-eminent. But the least who shall stand 
within the kingdom shall be more privileged than he.” The 
thought is that it is better to enter the kingdom than to herald its 
coming. John was unique amongst men, but citizenship of the 
kingdom will be better than his unique position. On dyjy, cf. on 
518. —év yevvyrots yuvatxar] is equivalent to “‘amongst mortal men”; 
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cf. Job 14! 1514 254.—uxpdrepos|] For grades within the kingdom, 
cf. 51% The comparative form is probably used in a superlative 
sense. Cf. Blass, p. 33; Moulton, pp. 77ff In 1352, Lk 9%, 
puxpotepos has the same superlative sense. For Baowreia trav 
ovpavav, see Introduction, p. lxvii. Here as hitherto in this Gospel 
it is thought of as the kingdom to be inaugurated when the Son of 
Man comes.! The least in that kingdom will be more privileged 
than if he had been its herald. 

EPL 12-15. And from the days of John the Baptist until now the 
kingdom of the heavens suffers violence, and violent men ravage 
it. Lor all the prophets and the law prophesied until John. And 
if ye will receive tt, this ts Elias which was about to come. He that 
hath ears to hear, let him hear.| 

These obscure verses serve as a connecting link between 
vv.4 and 16-19, Lk. has instead two verses of editorial comment 
describing how the people and the toll-gatherers were baptized by 
John, whilst the Pharisees and the lawyers refused to submit to 
his baptism. Of Mt.’s four verses, Lk. in 1616, in quite a different 
context, has a parallel to 1? and }8 in the reverse order: 6 vdpos kal 
oi tpopyrat expt Iwavour azo tore 7) BaciXela Tod Heod edayyedilerar 
kal mas eis abrnv Bialerat. Mt v.!4is not found elsewhere. V.% 
is a refrain which occurs again in 13% 43, In Lk 1616 Bidferau is 
clearly middle. ‘Every one presses into it with vehemence.” 
That is to say, the good news of the kingdom is preached, and 
men welcome the good news. For the middle sense, see Deissm. 
Bib. Stud. p. 258, and add to his reference to Ditt. Sy//. 379 the 
following, €t tus—Piacdpevos avoiEn tiv Kapapay, Ditt. Sy//. 893. 5. 
Cf. also Bialeo Gar = “to take forcible possession of,” in a decree of 
B.C. 140-139, Zedtunis Papyrt, 6.31. In Mt. the subject of Bialerar 
is 7 BaowAreia. The verb, therefore, can hardly be middle, for in 
what sense could it be said that the kingdom forces its way with 
violence. We must translate, ‘‘The kingdom of the heavens 1s 
violently treated,” that is, in the persons of its messengers and 
heralds. The editor has in mind the death of the Baptist and the 
similar ill-treatment meted out to subsequent Christian preachers, 
cf. 233435, Cf. Dalm. Words, pp. 139 ff. So far the words might 
be taken as a simple editorial comment parallel to the editorial 
comment at this place in Lk. But just as Lk 7?%°° are so worded 
that they might appear to be a continuation of Christ’s words, so 
Mt 11/2 suggests the question, Is this a simple comment of the 
editor reflecting on the fact that John was the first of a long line 

1 ésrlv need not compel us to suppose that the kingdom is here thought of 
as a present condition of things in any other sense than that the good news of its 
near advent and of its nature was after a fashion a present foretaste of its future 
blessedness. The verb would not be represented in the original Aramaic. 
See note on 5%. 
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of men who suffered on behalf of the kingdom, or did he intend 
the verse to be taken as a continuation of Christ’s words? The 
parallel in Lk 16! seems to prove that Mt. was acquainted with a 
traditional saying of Christ which brought into close connection 
the kingdom and the verb fialecOa. That is to say, in his 
comment in v.!2 he is paraphrasing words traditionally ascribed 
to Christ, and he probably intended the verse to be taken as 
spoken by Christ in continuation of v.11 in spite of the fact that 
the phrase azo 8 trav jepov “Iwdvov tod Bartirod clearly betrays 
either Christ speaking on another occasion than that described in 
vy.26, or the Evangelist himself. It seems probable that he knew 
of a saying ascribed to Christ which described the kingdom, since 
John preached as in some sense the object of men’s violence. He 
therefore inserted it here, together with wv.!4 and ), as affording a 
connecting link between vv.™!! and 1°19, and with the intention of 
preparing for the latter paragraph in which John’s career is viewed 
as finally closed. 

V.13 seems to be brought in here only on the ground that it 
contains the name John. It seems impossible to find any good 
connection with v.!%. What is the meaning of “all the prophets and 
the law prophesied until John”? And why the “ prophets and the 
law,” and not “the law and the prophets”? Does the verse mean 
that in foretelling the Christ, John had been preceded by the pro- 
phets and the law, and that these had borne witness until he came 
to supplant them, and to give the finishing touch to their witness ? 

If, however, we prefer to disregard the obvious clue to com- 
pilation in the words dr6 88 tév jpepdv ‘Iwdvovu rod BarricTod éws 
aptt, and to interpret Sia¢eror in a middle sense, as in Lk., it will 
be possible to connect the verses in the following manner: 

V.°. John was more than a prophet. He was a fulfilment of 
prophecy. A prophet foretells the future. John helped to 
inaugurate what he preached. He proclaimed the Messiah, and 
at the same time prepared the way for Him. 

V.10. He was thus the messenger foretold by Malachi. 
V., Hence he was the greatest of men. But though in a 

sense he inaugurated the kingdom, yet he stood outside it. The 
least who has become a disciple of it is more privileged than he. 

V.12, For since his preaching men can, in a sense, stand within 
the kingdom. The good news of its near advent has entered into 
life with all the force and energy of a spiritual movement, and men 
and women fired with enthusiasm welcome it. 

Vv.13-14, Before John’s coming the prophets had foretold the 
kingdom ; and when there were no prophets, the law, ze. the whole 
divine Scriptures, bore the same witness. But when He came, 
prophecy was at an end, and fulfilment began. For He was Elias 
whom the Scripture foretold. 
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13. éxpodyrevoav] For the augment, see Blass, p. 39. 
14, Already in Ecclus 481° the coming of Elijah to accomplish 

a work of restoration is presupposed on the basis of Mal 4°, 
This idea is common in the later Jewish literature; cf. Weber, 
fJiid. Theol. 352 .; Volz, Jiid. Eschat. p. 192. There is a remark- 
able discussion as to the work of the prophet in B. Edwjoth 8’. 
It is there said that Johanan ben Zakkai had received from his 
teacher a tradition that Elijah would not come to pronounce clean 
or unclean, to separate or receive (é.e. to decide upon the legitimacy 
of Israelites whose descent was doubtful), but to separate those 
who had been received by force (1773 panpon), and to receive 
those who had been separated by force, ze. to remove those who 
had fraudulently claimed Israelitish descent, and to receive back 
those whose legitimacy had been wrongly denied. Here we have 
the idea of membership of the Israelite community suffering 
violence, and violent men wrongly laying claim to it. It is possible 
that this throws some light on the sayings underlying M¢ 1112, 
Lk 1616. The Baptist strongly denounced the claim to Abrahamic 
descent as in itself conferring merit (3°). In other words, he threw 
open the kingdom, or the stage of preparation for it, to all men 
without regard to the question of legitimacy. Consequently, since 
his day men forced their way into it whose claims would have 
been denied from an orthodox Jewish standpoint. The common 
people and men of suspected orthodoxy like the reAdvar welcomed 
his teaching, Lk 72%, and forced their way into the kingdom. In 
thus opening the kingdom to invasion on the part of those whom 
orthodox Jewish theologians would have excluded, John fulfilled 
one of the functions expected of the coming Elijah ; cf. Ecclus 481° 
“to restore the tribes of Israel,” but in a sense opposed to Jewish 
theological expectation, not merely by restoring to their rights 
those whose true membership was wrongly denied, but by clearing 
away the superstition that purity of descent in itself was essential 
to participation in the Messianic blessings. In this respect John 
was Elijah who was to come. 

2. did) NSBC* Da/ 33 124q. 6d¥0 of C7 EF a/ seems to be an assimila- 
tion to) Lk.) For ded; ef. 177: 2° 218g? gS! 12) 99% 21824 27" oon 
187 26%, and dudca df dyyéd\wr, Ditt. Sy//. 122. 25. 

5. xal mrwxol evayyeXfovrat] Omit S!k. evayyeAlfer@ar occurs only 
here in Mt. It is common in Lk. For other Lucan words occurring once 
in texts of Mt., cf. cuvéxec@a, 474; vouixds, 22°, 

15. The words occur again in 1348, Here they seem to call 
attention to a fulfilment of prophecy, and they may have a similar 
purpose in 13*%. See note there. 

16. But to what shall 1 liken this generation? Tt ts like to 
children sitting in market-places, who call to the others, and say.]| 
Lk. has: ‘To what therefore shall I liken the men of this genera- 
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tion, and to what are they like? They are like to children who 
sit in the market-place, and call to one another. Who say.” 

tive O€ d6pousow—bp.00a €or’ | In the Jewish Midrashic literature 

the most common formula for introducing a parable is no Sun 
++. 27017 127N= “a parable. To what is the matter like? to,” etc.; 
cf. Bacher, Exeget. Termin. der Jiid. Traditionsiiteratur, i. p. 1215 
li. p. 121.—dyopais] on Mt.’s preference for the plural, see on $26, 

17. We piped to you, and ye did not dance; we wailed, andL 
you did not lament.| Lk. has ékdavoare for éxoyaobe. The idea is 
that the children could get no response from their playmates, whom 
they could attract to no games, whether cheerful or mournful. 

18. for John came netther eating nor drinking, and they say, h 
He hath a devil.) Lk. has: “For John the Baptist has come 
neither eating bread nor drinking wine, and you say, He hath a 
devil.” The austere life of the Baptist (cf. ch. 3), and his call to 
repentance, failed to influence his contemporaries. ‘‘He has a 
demon,” they said, ‘‘ who drives him to an excess of asceticism.” 

19. The Son of Man came eating and drinking, and they say, 
Behold a man a glutton and a winebibber, a friend of publicans 
and sinners.| Lk. has again éAnAvbev for 7AGev and Aéyere for 
Agyouow. On the other hand, the sociability of Christ, His inter- 
course with the common people, equally failed to attract His 
contemporaries. He associates, they said, with men of lax life. 

It is clear that this paragraph is aimed at the orthodox Jews, 
the Pharisees, who judged the Baptist and the Lord by the standard 
of their Pharisaic righteousness. It seems out of place as addressed 
to the multitudes, and probably originally belonged to a context in 
which Christ was addressing the Pharisees. Lk. has endeavoured 
to prepare for it by inserting 72% 5°. 

And Wisdom was justified by (against) her children.| Lk. has: & 
“fall her children.” 

This obscure verse is full of difficulty. codéa is presumably 
the divine Wisdom of God to whom the Baptist and the Lord 
alike owed their inspiration. Both had been sent by Wisdom, 
and the responsibility for the different character of their teaching 
and methods rested with her. Cf. Lk. 114° 8a totro kai 7 codia 
tov Oeod etirev drooTeAd, «.7.A., and see on Mt 23°4.—edixara6y] 
If we suppose that the editor wishes this clause to be taken as a 
continuation of Christ’s words, the aorist must be compared with 
the similar aorists in 417 (edddxnoa), 1177 (rapedo6n), 2818 (€666n), 
as implying a pre-temporal foreordaining of future events by the 
divine Wisdom, which was eternally “justified” as it developed 
itself in history. If it were not that the clause occurs also in Lk., 
it would be natural to interpret it (cf. on v.1*), as a comment of the 
Evangelist reflecting on the fact that the divine Wisdom which had 
seemed to fail in its methods, so far as Christ’s contemporaries 
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were concerned, had nevertheless justified her plan of action in the 
history of the Christian Church. If the Jews had failed to respond 
to her summons, others had obeyed her call; cf. 812 the sons of the 
kingdom rejected, whilst many from east and west take their place. 
amo here is apparently equivalent to td; cf. Blass, p. 125. The 
divine Wisdom, which had planned and carried out its purposes 
of sending the Baptist and the Son of Man to call the Jews to 
repentance and to the kingdom, was declared to be right, approved, 
justified by her children, z.e. by those who did not pass condemna- 
tory judgements on the Baptist and on the Son of Man, but did 
respond to their teaching, and become their disciples. These 
showed themselves to be the sons of the Wisdom who called to 
them through John and through the Son of Man. The clause 
therefore seems to qualify the “‘ this generation” of v.1® Asa whole, 
or in large part, they were indeed as irresponsive children un- 
affected by the message of Baptist or Son of Man. But there 
were exceptions, Wisdom’s sons. These caught the sound of her 
voice in the preaching of the Baptist and of Christ, and re- 
sponded to it. In so doing they justified the methods and agents 
used by the divine Wisdom. For the “sons” of Wisdom, cf. Pr 
882 Ecclus 48"; and in this Gospel the parallel viol rs Bactdelas, 
13°°, Lk. seems to have anticipated the meaning of éd:xava6y in his 
insertion in 77° “ All the people and the tax-gatherers justified God, 
z.e. declared, proved Him to be right by submitting to John’s 
baptism.” Thus Wisdom was justified of her children. Well- 
hausen gives a different turn to the passage by taking dard as= 
DIP 7} or 3HD=against. The divine Wisdom represented by John 
and Jesus was justified against her children, z.e. the Jews, in so far 
as their complaints against her (vv.!% 19) were seen to be conten- 
tious contradictions. For ‘sons of Wisdom” as=the Jews, cf. the 
viol THs BactAcias of 812, which also is equivalent to the Jews. 

16. & mpocgdwvoivta — éyoucw] so NBD Z.—kal mpocdwrotct — kal 
Aéyourw] soE Fal. S!S*have ‘‘send” for rpocdwvetvy, and so S! in Lk. 
7°2._rois érépois] so N BDZ; roils éralpas ditév, GS U V al S'S%, CEF 
al S! S? add atréy to rots Erépors. €raipos occurs in this Gospel three times in 
the vocative, 20!% 22” 26°°, but rofs érépois is both best attested and most 
likely to have given rise to the variants. Lk. has d\A7Qats. 

19. réxvwy] BD al S'S*ack; épywy, 8 B* S?S* codd. ap. Hier. In 
Lk. épywv is read by N only. It might be urged that réxywy in Mt. is due to 
assimilation to Lk. ; but, on the other hand, épywv may be a late conjec- 
tural emendation. There seems to be no trace of it before the fourth century. 

20. The editor adds a connecting link in order to introduce the 
following paragraph, which in Lk. occurs in the charge to the Seventy. 

E Then He began to reproach the cities in which His many miracles 
happened, because they repented not. 

rote] See on 2%.—ai wreiorae Svvduwes] For 6 mAeioros=6 
mous, cf. Blass, p. 143; Moulton, p. 79, “those very numerous 
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mighty works.” dvvayus= “a miracle,” “a mighty deed,” is common 
to the Synoptic tradition, but is avoided by Jn. Cf. Abbott, 
Johannine Vocabulary, 1686 e. 

21. Woe to thee, Chorazin! woe to thee, Bethsaida/ Because\ 
tf in Tyre and Sidon had happened the miracles which happened 
in you, long ago they would have repented in sackcloth and ashes. | 
Lk. has éyeryOnoav for éyévovro, and adds kaOjpevoe after oda. 
Chorazin lay about an hour’s distance north from Tell Him 
(=Capharnaum ?) ; see Sanday, Sacred Sites, p. 24. Bethsaida was 
situated on the left side of the Jordan, a little north of the lake; 
see Sanday, p. 41. It is remarkable that the Gospel tradition 
should have preserved the name Chorazin without at the same 
time transmitting some account of the “many” miracles done 
there. For sackcloth and ashes as symbols of grief, cf. Jon 3°, 
Dn 9, Is 585. 

22. But I say to you, For Tyre and Sidon it shall be more lL 
tolerable in the day of judgement than for you.| Lk. omits Aéyw tpiv, 
and has év 77 kpice: for ev 7épa Kpicews. See for this phrase on ro}, 

23. And thou, Capharnaum, shalt thou be exalted up to heaven? L 
Unto Hades shalt thou come down. Because tf in Sodom had 
happened the miracles which happened tn thee, they would have 
remained unto this day.| Lk. has only the first clause. Clause a 
seems to contain a reminiscence of Is 14!%15 eis tov ovpavdv 
dvaByoopar—eis adnv (adov, & A) xataByjoy. The words are purely 
metaphorical. The men of Capharnaum dwelt in a flourishing 
city, of which they were proud. But they had failed to appreciate 
the true significance of Christ’s works, and need expect no better 
fate than the judgement which overwhelmed the inhabitants of 
Sodom. On Sodom, see note on 10}, 

24, But I say unto you, That for the land of Sodom it shall be 
more tolerable on the day of judgement than for thee.| The verse 
does not occur in Lk. Similar words have already occurred in 
1015; see note there. 

28. wh—ipwton] NBCD&abcfi'g?; 7—bywbeica, N Dal; H—bpdOns 
EFa/. S'has ‘‘that hath been uplifted,” S? ‘‘ not unto heaven shalt thou be 
uplifted,” k ‘*ne quomodo in ccelum elata es.” The variation between the 
two Greek readings is explicable as due either to a repetition of the m@ of 
Kag¢apvaovp or the omission of the » of uj. The rendering of S? is due to 
misunderstanding of yw. Either reading gives a good sense. For the exclama- 
tory question, cf. 7\4 rl orevh, K.T.A. 

karaBjon) BD; xaraBiBacOjoy, % Cal, The former is probably original 
here, and is due to assimilation to Is 14° on the part of the editor. The 
latter is due to assimilation to Lk. by the copyists. 

25. The editor here inserts a paragraph which, in Lk. 107), 
occurs after the return of the Seventy. 

25. At that time Jesus answered and said, I praise Thee, Father, L 
Lord of heaven and earth, because Thou didst hide these things from 
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wise and prudent men, and didst reveal them to babes.| Lk. has: 
“Tn that same hour Jesus rejoiced in the Holy Spirit, and 
said,” ete. 

doxpibets 6 “Incots etrev] For the Hebraistic doxpifeis, see 
Dalm. Words, pp. 24 f.—éfoueAoyotpa1] used as in the LXX= 
5 rn, “to give praise to”; cf. 2 S 2256, and see Kennedy, Sources, 
p. 118. In view of the dependence of vv.* 29 upon Ecclus 5175-27, 
cf. also Ecclus 51:17. zatra in this connection means the duvajpeus 
which the men of Chorazin, Bethsaida, and Capharnaum failed to 
recognise in their true bearing, and the methods of the divine 
Wisdom which the Jews misunderstood.—co¢év kal ovverdv] i.e. 
the Jews, with their arrogant condemnation of Wisdom’s methods.— 
vytiows| Ze. the children of Wisdom who justified her methods. 
There is an underlying contrast here between the stereotyped 
orthodox Jew, who misunderstood Christ’s teaching, and the 
unlearned, childlike simplicity of His disciples, the ‘“ children of 
Wisdom,” who accepted it. 

L 26. Yea, O Father, because so it was well-pleasing before Thee. | 
So Lk.—6 zaryjp] For the nominative used as the vocative, cf. 
Blass, p. 87, and 272° 6 BaowAevs.—éyévero evddoxia gurpoobev cov| 
is equivalent to the late Hebrew and Aramaic ‘2819 psn, OTP Ny 

Cf. qabdm yyn on, B. Berakhoth 17° 29%, B. Zaanith 24>, and 
"~ pip sy bs, Zarg. Jud. 1373. 

L 27%. All things were delivered to Me by My Father. And no one 
understandeth the Son except the Father. Neither understandeth 
any one the Father except the Son, and he to whom the Son wills to 
reveal (Him).| Lk. has ywdoxe tis éorw for érvywdoKxe, and Kat tis 
éorw 6 matnp for ovd& Tov matépa Tis eriywooKe. errywwoKew 1S 
used in 715-20 7435 1712in the sense “to recognise,” and so four 
times in Mk. Jn. uses ywwoxew of the relationship between 
Father and Son. See Abbott, Johannine Vocabulary, 1626. 

For the aorist zaped00n, cf. edddxnoa, 317; éd06y, 2818. 
The idea involved is of a pre-temporal act, and carries with 
it the conception of the pre-existence of the Messiah. The 
same thought probably underlies the 7A@ov of 517 10%4, and 
the dzooretAavra of 10%, For the belief in the pre-existence 
of the Messiah, cf. ELxoch 48° “Before the sun and the 
signs were created, before the stars of heaven were made, 
His name was named before the Lord of Spirits,” 48° ‘ He has 
been chosen and hidden before Him before the creation of the 
world, and for evermore”; and see Charles on Znoch 48° ; Schirer, 
Il, it 160; Bousset, Rel. Jiid. pp. 250 ff.; Volz, Jud. Esch. pp. 
217 ff.; Weber, Jiid. Theol. p. 355; Dalm. Words, pp. 129 ff., 299 ff. 
Dalman endeavours to show that “Judaism has never known 
anything of a pre-existence peculiar to the Messiah antecedent to 
His birth as a human being”; but however true this may be of 
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Rabbinical Judaism, traces of a conception of a premundane 
existence of the Messiah or Son of Man in the Apocalyptic 
literature cannot be altogether explained away. For traces of this 
idea in the LXX, see Bousset.—rov vidv] The remarkable antithesis, 
the Son—the Father, is found only here in this Gospel. But see 
note on 24% and Intro. p. lxvi, note 1. It is a reminiscence of a 
side of Christ’s teaching which is prominent in the Fourth Gospel. 
The occurrence of this verse in both Mt. and Lk., even if the two 
Evangelists borrow from a single source, proves that this saying 
reaches back to an early stage of the Gospel tradition. If, as is 
probable, the two writers drew from different sources, this tradition 
was widespread. If we add the fact that a similar use of the 
Son—the Father occurs in Mk 13%, this usage as a traditional 
saying of Christ is as strongly supported as any saying in the 
Gospels. It implies consciousness of a unique relationship to God, 
and that relationship, as the context suggests, consisted in part of 
fulness of revelation, “‘all things were delivered,” and in part of 
pre-existence with God. Whether the words as originally uttered 
involved consciousness of pre-existence is, no doubt, open to 
question. But it is difficult not to suppose that the editor of this 
Gospel interpreted them in this sense. The Messiah was super- 
naturally born of a virgin, 11825, His return from Egypt fulfilled 
the words, “Out of Egypt I called My Son,” 21% The devil 
challenged Him upon this point: “If Thou be God’s Son,” 43: §, 
At His baptism the divine voice proclaimed Him to be “ My Son, 
the Messiah, elected by divine choice from all eternity,” 317. In 
His teaching He spoke of having come, “ I came” (51!” 10%), and 
of having been ‘‘sent” (104°). In accordance with this line of 
thought, 11%-27 are most easily explained if the tenses be treated 
as aorists referring to pre-temporal acts of God wrought in the 
prehistoric ‘‘ beginning” or eternity: “Thou didst conceal—didst 
reveal—all things were delivered.” Since the Son was pre-existent 
with God, it follows that no one knows the Son (z.e. knows fully) 
except the Father ; and the reverse is equally true. 

® édv] éay is found after relatives for av in the LXX, in MSS 
of the N.T., and in the papyri; cf. Blass, pp. 60 f.; Deissm. A707. 
Stud. 202 ff.; and Moulton, Class. Rev. 1901, p. 32, Gram. pp. 42 f., 
who speaks of it as “a fashion of the first and second centuries.” 
““It seems fair to conclude that dy in cents. 1 and 2 was written 
by those who were particular about correctness, and that N.T. 
writers, therefore, used predominantly the popular éav.” 

28-30. These verses are peculiar to this Gospel. 
Come unto Me, all who labour and are burdened, and Iwill 

refresh you. Take My yoke upon you, and learn of Me. Because 
I am meek and humble-hearted: and you shall find refreshment for 
your souls. For My yoke is easy, and My burden is light.| There 
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seems to be an undoubted dependence of these words upon 
Ecclus 50, 51. Cf. the following : 

Mt 11% é€oporoyodpual cor ratep Kipre Tov ovpavod Kal THs yys. 
Ecclus 51! é£0poroyjoopat cor Kipre Baoired . . . eEopodoyodpan 

5110 erexakeoapnv Kvpiov tatépa Kupiov pov. 
Mt 1178 dcdre zpos pe. Ecclus 51° eyyioare mpos pe. 

11°8 zdvres ol KoTLOVTES. 5127 exoriaca. 
1129 dpate tov Cuyov pov 5125 tov tpaxyrov tov 

ep’ bas. brodete id Luyov. 
1129 kal padere aa eon. 51% kai emideEaoOw =} 

oxy tov ma 
decav. 

1179 kal etpyoere avaTrav- 5127 Kal evpov eéuavT@ woA- 
ow Tais oxais Ajnv avaravow. 
Dov. 

For this last phrase, cf. also Ecclus 6% and Jer 616, Heb. The 
LXX has kai cipyoete dyvicpov Tats Wuyais buav. 

29. rov Lvydv pov] See on 10%, and cf. Ad 3° “ Whoso 
receives upon him the yoke of the law”; B. Berakhoth 13* “Yoke 
of the kingdom of the heavens”; “‘ Yoke of the commandments,” 
Schemoth R. Par. 30 (Winsche, p. 217); ‘‘the yoke of God,” 
Ps-Sol 78; ipets bro Evyov cov, 17°. 

There is throughout this passage an underlying contrast between 
the Pharisaic conception of religion and the teaching of Christ. 
The Pharisees maintained the authority of the law as traditionally 
interpreted: Christ had a higher authority committed to Him by 
the Father. ‘All things were delivered.” The Pharisaic treat- 
ment of the law made it a heavy burden; cf. 23%. Christ’s 
teaching was a light burden and an easy yoke. The Pharisaic 
conception of religion made them despise the unlearned and 
common people. Christ summoned to Him these simple folk 
groaning beneath the burden of religion as expounded by the 
Pharisees. The paragraph may be paraphrased as follows: “I 
praise Thee because Thou hast concealed the working of Wisdom’s 
methods from the orthodox Pharisaic formalist, and hast revealed 
them rather to simple-hearted peasants innocent of religious techni- 
calities. So Thy divine pleasure foreordained it. The Pharisees 
claim authority and inspiration. I have complete and final authority 
from the highest source. The Pharisees fail to recognise the Son 
of God, and indeed no one knows Him but the Father. They 
misrepresent God, and indeed no one knows Him but the Son, 
and those to whom the Son wills to reveal Him. The Pharisees 
despise the unlearned and simple, and burden them with the heavy 
burdens of their expositions of the law. But I bid those who are 
weary of carrying Pharisaic loads to come to Me that they may be 
relieved. Let them take in exchange the yoke of allegiance to 
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Me; let them be disciples of one who is a sympathetic teacher, 
not harsh nor arrogant. They shall find My yoke which I lay 
on them to be mild, and My burden which I impose to be 
light.” 

27. We should expect : ‘‘ And no one understandeth the Father save the 
Son, and he to whom the Son will reveal Him.” The insertion of the words 
relating to the knowledge of the Son by the Father do not seem in place in 
the context, and the order ‘‘the Son,” ‘‘ the Father” is unexpected. _Iren. 
i, 13. 2 has the reverse order, but in iv. 11. 1 he ascribes this order to ‘‘ those 
who wish to be more skilful than the Apostles.” The same order is given 
by Just. Dza/. 100 and Afol. i. 63, and by Tertullian, Adv. Mare. iv. 25. 
But the difficulty is not removed by reversal of the order of the clauses. 
Even if placed second, the clause relating to knowledge of the Son by 
the Father seems irrelevant to the context. But it occurs also in Lk., and 
is no doubt genuine in Mt. The connection seems to be as follows: ‘* All 
things were delivered to Me by My Father,” z.e. ‘‘I was appointed as the 
agent of His revelation of Himself.” ‘‘ And no one understands the Son 
save the Father,” z.e. ‘‘My true nature and functions are known to God 
alone.’”’ ‘‘ Nor does any one understand the Father save the Son, and he to 
whom the Son wishes to reveal Him,” z.e. ‘* As the appointed representative of 
the Father, I alone have full knowledge of Him, which I can impart to whom 
I will.” But there does not seem to be any clear connection of thought with 
vv.75-28, where the Father is the revealer of things hidden from the wise. 
The link of ‘‘revelation” (dmexddupas, v.; droxahtya, v.77) may have 
brought together detached sayings in a source lying behind our two 
Evangelists. 

C. (6) Hostility of the Pharisees, 12). 
XII. The editor now wishes to illustrate the grounds of the 

hostility of the Pharisees to the Messiah and His work. For 
material for this he goes back to the earlier point at which he left 
Mk.’s narrative, ze. 27%. He borrows Mk 22%28=Mt 1218 and 
also the next section, Mk 3!6=Mt 12914, In vy.15-21 he sum- 
marises Mk 37-!2, and adds a reference to the Old Testament. As 
he has already inserted Mk 3}%1%, this brings him to 31921, For 
this he substitutes Mt 1222-23, thus completing a series of three 
incidents illustrative of Pharisaic hostility. For arrangement in 
threes, see Introduction, p. Ixv. 

1. At that time, Jesus went on the Sabbath day through theM 
cornfields. And Hts disciples were hungry, and began to pluck ears 
of corn, and to eat.| Mk. has: “And it came to pass that He 
was going on the Sabbath day through the cornfields; and His 
disciples began as they went to pluck the ears of corn.”—éy 
éxeivw TH Kaipo eropevOn & “Incods] Mk. has kai éyévero abrov— 
Suarropeverbar. The editor avoids xai éyévero as a connecting link 
except in a special formula; see on 3)%. év éxelvw 7G Katpd Occurs 
three times, here, 11%, and 14}, in this Gospel ; never in Mk. or Lk. 
We have just had it in 11%. Formulas have a way of appearing in 
close connection in this Gospel; cf. eis 6Anv tiv yiv éxelvny, 9%8 ; 
é&v OA TH yn exetvy, 9°!; the construction dvaxwpyocavrwy bé airdy 
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—ido%, 21-19-19. zapaytverut Iwavys, 31; rapayiverat 6 Iycois, 318; 
the construction dxovcas dé -évexépycer, 412-18 51; the construction 
Kal €uBdvre adtO—7KoAovenoay ait, 875 28; Kai peraBas exeiOev, 1529 ; 
kal e€eOov éxeifev, 1521; the construction xal éuBas—drerépace, 
g'\®. Cf. Intro. Ixxxvi. The editor avoids Mk.’s pleonastic éa- 
mopever Oar did by substituting the simple verb. Cf. wepurarav wapd, 
4}8, for Mk.’s rapdywv wrapd ; and cf. Intro. xxv.—rots ca Bacr] from 
odBBara, which seems to correspond to the Aramaic Nay, but is 

declined as though it were a neuter plural.—ra o7dpia] =sown 
land or crops, seems to occur only here.—oi 8 pa@yrai| for Mk.’s 
Kat ot pabyrai, see Introduction, p. xx. émetvacav xai is omitted 
by Mk. For éretvacav, see on 4%—vnpkavto tiAXew] Mk. has 
npgavto 6d0v ovety tiAAovres. Mt. omits the ambiguous éddv 
movety and substitutes after orayvas, xai eoOiev. Mk. specifies 
two actions, “making a way” and ‘‘plucking”; Mt. has two, 
“plucking” and “eating”; Lk. has three, ‘ plucking,” “rubbing 
with the hands,” and “eating.” The “eating” already involved 
in Mk.’s “plucking” is probably an explanatory addition of the 
later Evangelists. The “ plucking” was, probably, from a Pharisaic 
standpoint, regarded. as work on the Sabbath. “Reaping” is 
one of the thirty-nine kinds of work forbidden on the Sabbath 
in the Talmud, B. Sad. 73°; and Lightfoot, Hor. Heb., quotes 
Maimonides as saying: “To pluck ears is a kind of reaping.” 

M 2. And the Pharisees saw tt, and said to Him, Behold, Thy 
disciples do that which is not lawful to do on the Sabbath.| Mk 
has: ‘‘And the Pharisees were saying to Him, See! Why do they 
on the Sabbath that which is not lawful?” ]—of 8] as often for 
Mk.’s xat of.—iddvres etrav] for Mk.’s €Aeyov. For the form efza, 
see Blass, p. 45; Moulton, Class. Rev. 1901, p. 36.—idod ot 
pabyrat cov] Mk. has simply idé.—owtow 6 ovx eLeotw orev 
év uae Mk. has: zowtow tots cdBBaocw 6 ovx eSeotwy. 
oaBParov is the Greek form of the Hebrew nav, 

M 38. And He said to them, Did you not read what David did, 
when he was hungry, and those who were with him.| Mk. has: 
“ And He saith to them, Did ye never read what David did when 
he had need and was hungry; he and those who were with him?” 
6 8¢ elev] as often for Mk.’s kal Xéyet.—ovx] for Mk.’s oiderore.— 
dre eretvacev] Mk. has two clauses: dre ypeiav éoxyev kal éreivacer. 
For Mt.’s omission of one of two synonymous clauses, see Intro- 
duction, p. xxiv.—xai of per’ airod] Mk. prefixes aitds. 

M 4. How he entered into the house of God, and ate the bread of 
the setting forth, which was not lawful for him to eat, nor those 
who were with him, but for the priests alone?| Mk. has: “ How 
He entered into the house of God in the time of Abiathar the 
high priest, and ate the bread of the setting forth, which it is not 
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lawful to eat save for priests, and gave also to those who were with 
him.” In clause a Mk. has éri ’ABidOap dpxiepéws. Mt. omits as 
an erroneous reference (as do D latt S! in Mk.), Ahimelech (LXX 
Abimelech) being high priest at the time; cf. 1S 211.—rots aprous 
THs mpobecews] is one of the renderings of the LXX for the Hebrew 
p|n on; cf. 2 Ch 4% Other renderings are dpro évwro, Ex 
25%; of dpro of mpoxetyevor, Ex 3918; dproe tod zpoow7ov, 1 K 21°, 
For its meaning, see Deissm. Bid. Stud. p. 157.—d ov« eSov iv 
aitG payetv ovdé Tots pet adrod ei pur) Tots tepetow povois}] Mk. has: 
ous ovx eLeatw payely ei py Tovs lepels Kal edwkev Tols oily aiTs otow. 
Mt. assimilates rots oiv atrd ovow to of per atrod of v.38, and 
substitutes the easier dative for rods tepets. 

Christ meets the complaint that His disciples work on the 
Sabbath by pleading necessity, and by quoting an analogous 
instance sanctioned by Scripture. The charge was based on the 
Rabbinical exposition of the law of the Sabbath. ‘“ Plucking the 
ears” was not in itself an offence, cf. Dt 23%, but it came under 
the category of work forbidden on the Sabbath by scribal tradition. 
Against this tradition Christ appealed to Scripture. David ate the 
shewbread. That was an illegal act. But he was impelled by 
necessity. In the same way the action of His disciples was 
sanctioned by their need. 

5. The second point in Christ’s answer in Mk. is the statement L 
that “the Sabbath was made for man, not man for the Sabbath,” 
with the inference that “the Son of Man is lord of the Sabbath.” It 
is clear that this last statement in the form given by Mk. does 
not very well suit the context. It is the disciples who were 
blamed, not Christ Himself. Very possibly 6 vids rod dv6pazov 
is a mistranslation for “man.” This would give the required 
justification of the disciples. The Sabbath was made to subserve 
man’s need, therefore man is lord of the Sabbath, and may use it 
as need requires, working upon it if necessary. But Mk.’s xai 
éXeyev adtots may be a hint that he has added here words spoken 
on the occasion of some other Sabbath dispute, when Christ Him- 
self was attacked, and the 6 vids rot dv@pwrov would be in place. 
Mt. omits the words kai éX\eyev—8ia 76 oaBBarov, and substitutes 
a second appeal to the Old Testament. Just as it furnished a pre- 
cedent for the breaking of religious regulations in case of necessity, 
so it also sanctioned the overruling of general laws (in this case 
the prohibition of work on the Sabbath) in particular cases. The 
editor then adds an appeal to the general tenor of the Old Testa- 
ment witness, as illustrated in Hos 6°, and ends with Mk 2°%8, 
The argument in these verses is not easy to follow. The action 
of the disciples is in no sense parallel to that of the priests in the 
temple; nor could the fact that the priests obeyed the injunctions 
of the law, by working on the Sabbath, justify the disciples for 
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disobeying the scribal expositions of the law which prohibited work 
on the Sabbath. The appeal to Hos 6° is more suitable in such 
a context as g!8, where the editor has again inserted it, than it is 
here. 

It seems probable, therefore, that the editor here, as elsewhere, 
adds to a particular incident sayings spoken on other similar occa- 
sions. He is also, probably, influenced here by the difficulty of 
the present text of Mk wv.?7-8, ** The Sabbath was made for man— 
so that the Son of Man is Lord of the Sabbath,” seems to have no 
bearing upon the disciples and their plucking the ears of corn. If 
6 vios tod dvOpwrov is a mistranslation for “man,” the saying 
becomes pertinent, “ Man is lord of the Sabbath.” That justifies 
the action of the disciples. But “the Son of Man is Lord of the 
Sabbath” seems to be no true inference from the preceding clause, 
nor to have any bearing upon the action complained of. The 
editor, therefore, omits “‘the Sabbath was made for man, not man 
for the Sabbath,” and, losing sight of the incident of the disciples 
and the ears, adds a saying in which Christ on some other occasion 
justified His own action in working on the Sabbath. The priests 
in the temple work on the Sabbath. That is to say, the sanctity 
of the temple overrides Sabbath regulations. But the Messiah is 
greater than the temple. Much more, therefore, can He dispense 
Sabbath rules. For the Son of Man (=the Messiah) is, in virtue of 
His personality, Lord of the Sabbath. 

L 5. Ordid you not read in the law, that on the Sabbath the priests 
in the temple profane the Sabbath, and are without guilt ?|—e& 7é 
vouw| Cf. Nu 28% 10,—BeBndotow] 7.e. by performing the actions 
necessary to the offering of the sacrifices. 

L 6. But 1 say to you, That more than the temple ts here.| The 
“more than the temple” is the Son of Man=the Messiah. If the 
temple was not subservient to Sabbath rules, how much less the 
Messiah ! 

L 7%. But tf you had known what ts “ Mercy I wish, and not 
sacrifice,” ye would not have condemned the guiltless.| See on 9®. 
The words are of the nature of a parenthesis. The ydp of the 
next verse continues the thought of v.® 

M8. For the Lord of the Sabbath ts the Son of Man.| Mk. has: 
dote Kvpids €oTw 6 vids Tod avOpwrov Kal Tod caBBarov. Mt.’s yap is 
necessary to his argument. The Messiah is greater than the temple, 
for He is Lord of the Sabbath, z.e.=to God who ordained it. 

1-8. Mt. and Lk. agree against Mk. in one or two striking 
details. Both omit 6d6y qoveiy from Mk 23, and specify the “ eat- 
ing.” Both have efay for &Xeyov in Mk 24, and eizev for A€yer in 
Mk #, Both insert povovs (-ows) in Mk 26, and both omit xpetav 
éoxev from Mk *; éri ’APidbap apxepéws from Mk 2, and ro 
cdBBatov—ro oaBBatov from Mk 27, It does not, however, seem 
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necessary to suppose that they had a second source other than Mk. 
See on 84. 

9. And having departed thence, He went into their synagogue.|™M 
Mk. has: “ And He entered again into a synagogue.”—xai petaPas 
éxeiev] for Mk.’s xai—aAw. madw as aconnecting link in descrip- 
tive narrative is characteristic of Mk., occurring 26 times. Mt. 
generally avoids it. For éxeiOev, see on 47. Kai petaBas éxeibev 
occurs again in 152% erafaivew 5 times in Mt., never in Mk. 
—iAbev eis] avoids the redundancy of Mk.’s cio7jAfev—eis. See 
on 12!,—<is tiv ovvaywynv aditav| Mk. has simply «is cvvaywyyyv. 
Lk. also has the article. 

10. And, behold, a man having a withered hand. And they™M 
questioned Him, saying, Is tt lawful to heal on the Sabbath? that 
they might accuse Him.| “Mk. has: “ And there was there a man 
having the hand withered. And they were observing Him, if He 
would heal him on the Sabbath, that they might accuse Him.”— 
kat idov] See on 1% Mk. has kai jv éxet. — xelpa exw Enpay | 
Mk. has é&ypappeévyv éxwv tiv xeipa. Lk. also has €ypd. —xat 
érypdtycay airov éyovtes] Mk. has kal raperyjpovy aitov. —ei 
ééceotw—Oeparevev] Mk. has ei—@eparevou airov. For «i before 
a direct question, cf. Blass, p. 260. 

Mk. has here: “And He saith to the man having the withered 
(€npdv) hand, Rise into the midst. And He saith to them, Is 
it lawful on the Sabbath to do good or to do evil, to save life 

| or to kill? And they were silent. And looking round at them 
with anger, being grieved at the hardness of their hearts.” Mt. 
omits all this. He elsewhere omits clauses which describe Christ’s 
human emotions. See Introduction, p. xxxi. Here he substitutes 
instead an example of the doing good of which Mk. speaks in v.*. 

That he may introduce vv.!- 12 the editor changes Mk.’s “they 
were observing Him, if,” into a direct challenge, “they asked 
Him if.” 

ll. And He said to them, What man of you shall there be, who\ 
shall have one sheep, and if this fall on the Sabbath into a pit, 
will he not take hold of it and lift it out ?| 

12. How much therefore is a man better than a sheep? So that L 
it ts lawful to do well on the Sabbath.| Lk. has similar sayings 
differently worded in another miracle, 141®. There is no sufficient 
reason for thinking that the two Evangelists drew from a common 
source. 

11. zpdéBarov é&v] See on 81%, and Blass, p. 144. S!S? ff! k omit e. 
12, récw odv diapéeper] Cf. 10% roAAGv otpovbiwv diapéepere, 67° 

obx tycis pahrov duadépere avdTav. 
13. Then He saith to the man, Stretch forth thy hand. Anad™ 

he stretched it forth ; and it was restored whole, as the other.| Mk. 
has: “He saith to the man, Stretch forth thy hand. And he 

9 
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stretched it forth, and his hand was restored.” For rore, see on 
27,—dexateota6yn| For the double augment, see Blass, p. 39. 
Omit tyujs, S} S? latt. 

M 14. And the Pharisees went out, and took counsel against Him, 
how they might destroy Him.| Mk. has: “And the Pharisees 
straightway, with the Herodians, went out and gave counsel against 
Him, how they might destroy Him.”—efedOovres 8€] as often for 
Mk.’s xat efeAOovres. After Papioaio, Mk. has evOis pera trav 
‘Hpwdiavav. For the omission of et@vs, see on 316 The editor 
omits the Herodians here, but retains them in 22!6=Mk 12}83,— 
ovpBovrAL0v ~AaBov} Mk. has édidouv or éroiow. cup PovArov Nap- 
Bavew occurs 5 times in Mt., here and in 22) 271-7 281% gup- 
BovAvov occurs in Plutarch, Rom. 14, Zucull. 26; and in Ditten- 
berger, Sy//. 316. 11 (second cent. B.c.), 328. 7. 8, 334. 7. 29, 39, 
55, 57 (73 Bc.); and twice in Egyptian Papyri of the second 
century. See Deissm. Bid. Stud. p. 238. 

M 15,16. And Jesus perceived tt, and departed thence: and there 
Jollowed Him many, and He healed them all; and He charged them 
that they should not make Him known.| The editor summarises 
Mk 37-12, which he might have omitted as not congruous to this 
chapter of controversy. But Mk 37-!? suggested to him a contrast 
between the Lord’s quiet work of healing and His avoidance of 
publicity, and the hostile clamour of the Pharisees. He adds the 
quotation from Isaiah to emphasise the contrast.—é dé "Inaois] 
as often for Mk.’s cai 6 “Incots. yvovs is not in Mk.  éxeiev 
added by Mt.; see on 47!,—ixoXovbnoav att woddoi}] Mk. has 
TOAD 7ARGos—7Korovbyoev. —avtas] Mk. has wodAovs. For a 
similar change, see on 818, Lk. also has ravras. —ézeriunoev] Mk. 
has woAAa éreriva. Mk.’s adverbial roAda (13 times) is generally 
omitted by Mt. He retains it twice, 133 162; and has it once 
besides, 27%. For the substitution of the aorist for the imperfect, 
see Introduction, p. xx. 

The editor here adds a fulfilment of prophecy. 
o 17-21. That tt might be fulfilled which was spoken through 

Isaiah the prophet, saying, Behold My Son, whom I adopted; My 
Beloved, in whom My soul was well pleased ; IL will put My spirit 
upon Him, and He shall announce judgement to the Gentiles. He 
shall not strive, nor cry out; nor shall any one hear His voice in the 
streets. A bruised reed He shall not break, and smoking flax He 
shall not quench, until He bring forth judgement to victory. And in 
Fis name shall Gentiles hope.| 

Grws tAnpwhy, x.7.A.] For the formula, see on 1%. The 
quotation is from Is 42!*. The only trace of the LXX seems to 
be in the last clause, where the Hebrew has “His law” for 
““His name.” The editor may be translating from the Hebrew, 
but more probably is using an existing Greek version which is 
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already presupposed in Mk 11, The passage had probably been 
adapted in Christian circles in order to bring out the conception 
that the Messiah, the Son of God, accomplished the career that 
had been foretold of the idealised nation. We should expect to 
find vids here or wats in Mk 14!=Mt 3!%. But vids as more 
applicable to the Messiah may have been substituted for zais 
either by the author of the Greek second Gospel, or at some stage 
between his time and the first appearance of the quotation in this 
Greek form. ais in Mt. is either a return to the original form of 
the quotation in Greek, or a reminiscence of the LXX.—éy ypérica] 
aiperi~ew is a late word common in the LXX. It is used as= 
equivalent to “adopt” in 1 Ch 288 dru 1périxa ev aité elvai pov vidv ; 
Mal 3!7 dv rpozoyv aipetiler dvOpwros tov viov ; Kaibel, Epzgrammata, 
252: aipericas d¢ ratnp oTopyat piow érpotépyoev. The aorist here 
and in eidcxnoey may simply be due to imitation of the Hebrew 
tenses, but in the mind of the Christian translator probably imply 
the eternal pre-temporal act of God in the election of the Messiah. 
6 dyantds pou=the Messiah, see on 3!’.—els bv eiddxnoe 7 Wuxy 
pov] in 317 év & edddxyoa. For the good pleasure of God in the 
Messiah as shown in election and adoption to Messiahship and 
Sonship, cf. Eph 148, and see Bacon, Am. Journ. Theol. ix. 458 ff. 
—dnrayycdet] Heb. is sy, LXX efolce. dmrayyéAXeav, a very 
common LXX word, seems to be a translation according to the 
sense.—épioe.] The Heb. is pyy', LXX xexpdgerat.—xpavydcer] 
Heb. xv’, LXX avyoe (cf. NWI=dvinut, Gn 1874, Jos 24), Is 114 
2° 464).—xpavydev] only here in Mt., is used once in Ac 22%, 
and 4 times in Jn. of a multitude of people, and once Jn 11% of 
Christ at the tomb of Lazarus. By earlier writers it is used of 
discordant forms of utterance—of a dog, Plat. Aep. x. 607; of 
a drunken man, Demosth. Com. 1258; of a raven, Epict. Diss. 
iii. 1. 37; of shouting in a theatre, 7d. iii. 4. 4.—xared£e.] For the 
augmented fut., cf. Blass, p. 52; Moulton, C/ass. Rev. 1901, p. 

36.—eis vixos] Heb. mond, LXX eds édxjGevarv, but cf. Hab 14 
pawn myx ayy nd. After kpiow, Is 424 is omitted, the translator’s 
eye passing from Dw to the second occurence of the same word. 

22. The editor here omits Mk 3!%21. He elsewhere omits 
Mk.’s references to a house, see on 151°; and also elsewhere omits 
the descriptions of the thronging of the multitude ; cf. the omissions 
of Mk 183 from Mt 816 Mk 145 at Mt 84, Mk 2? from Mt 9}, 
Mk 39 from Mt 1218, And he has probably felt objection to Mk 3%, 
especially é\eyov yap 6r. éSéorn. The copyists of Mk. have felt 
the same difficulty. D has égéorara: airovs; abd ffiq exsentiat 
eos. But a reminiscence of this verse betrays itself in the 
éE(cravro of Mt 127%. There follows in Mk. the statement that 
“the scribes... said that he hath Beezeboul,” and this is 
followed by a short rebutting discourse of Christ. Mt. has here 
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a short introductory miracle followed by a much longer discourse, 
in which are verses parallel to the discourse of Mk. Thus: 

Mt 122223, Introductory miracle. 
24-26 si Mk 322-26, 
27-28, 
29 = 377, 
80, 
81. 32b cs 328-30, 
33-37. 

Here follows the statement that some of the scribes asked for 
a sign, v.°8, and a discourse in answer, vv.°9-45, The question of 
relationship is complicated by the parallels in Lk. Lk. omits Mk 
322-30 in its order. It should come at Lk 61° or 84. But later in his 
Gospel he has a discourse which is very similar to thatin Mt. Thus: 

IVC eee = kaa 
24-26 Mk 222-26 = 15. 17-18, 

Lk. has here combined the request for a sign which in Mt. comes 
later with the charge of demoniac agency. 

Mt 12°8 = Lk 1116, 
27-28 ut 19-20, 
29 =; Mk 327 ae 21-22, 
80 ve 23. 
43-45 = 24-26, 

Lk vv.?*-?8 have no parallel in Mt. 
Mt vv.*!-*7 have no parallel in this discourse in Lk. 
Nias = Eker rae 

It will be seen that both Mt. and Lk. prefix an introductory 
miracle. Both have parallels to Mk 7*6, but in this section Mt. 
and Lk. have verbal agreements against Mk. £.g.: 

eidws 5é tas evOvpjoes aitav cirevy adrois, Mt %=airos dé cidws 
avTav Ta Siavonpata etrev avtots, Lk 1, 

maca Bacr<ia pepicbcioa, Mt % = raca Baorreia — drapepio- 
Getoa, Lk 7%.) Mk. has kai éav BactX\eta—pepic 67. 

épynovra, Mt 2, Lk 17. Mk. has od dvvara orabjvar 7 Bacircla 
éxeivy. 

mas—ortabnoerat 7 Bacrrcia avtov, Mt 2°, Lk 18. Mk. has ov 
Svvarar orjvar GAAG TEAOs ExeL. 

Both have parallels to Mk 2’, but here Mt. agrees closely with 
Mk., whilst Lk. considerably diverges. Mt. embodies Mk 28%, 
Lk. omits. Further, in Mt. the whole discourse falls into two 
portions, one an answer to the charge of demoniac agency, the 
second an answer to a request for a sign. In Lk. the charge and 
the request are combined, but the discourse is divided by vv.?7-?8, 
which have no parallel in Mt. And, lastly, Mt. has a section, 
31-87, which has no parallel in the discourse in Lk. It is not easy 
to explain adequately this complex relationship. The fact that 
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Lk. omits Mk.’s paragraph at the place where it would naturally 
occur in his Gospel, and gives instead a longer discourse later in 
his Gospel, would naturally suggest the explanation that he had 
before him a second source containing this longer discourse at a 
later period in Christ’s life, and that he abandoned Mk. to follow 
this source. Cf. his omission of Mk 11629 at Lk 415, because he 
proposes to insert a little later, 5114, a similar narrative from 
another source. Cf. his omission at 85° of Mk 61%, because he 
has inserted a similar account in 4!%80, Jt seems, therefore, 
necessary to suppose that Lk. had a second narrative before him 
containing matter parallel to Mk 372%, That being so, it is 
natural to suppose that Mt. also had a discourse longer than 
Mk 372-%°, and containing many features parallel to Lk. Their 
divergence in many points makes it unlikely that they were copy- 
ing from the same document. More probably they had before 
them different sources containing discourses in many respects 
parallel to one another. To some extent their agreement may be 
due to Lk.’s reminiscence of Mt. Mt.’s source is probably the Logia. 

22. Then there was brought to Him a demontac, blind, andE 
dumb: and He healed him, so that the dumb spake and saw.] 
Lk. has: ‘‘ And He was casting out a dumb devil. And it came 
to pass when the devil was gone forth the dumb spake.” Mt. has 
already inserted in 9%%%3 a similarly worded miracle: ‘‘ Behold, 
they brought to Him a dumb demoniac. And when the devil 
was cast forth, the dumb spake.” It is striking that Lk 11 is not, 
as we should expect, so nearly agreed with Mt 12% as with 
Mt 98233, It must remain doubtful whether this miracle was in 
the sources used by Mt. and Lk. It is quite possible that in 
g°2-34 Mt., wishing to add another miracle, described as shortly as 
possible the healing of a deaf demoniac (see on 9%), the fact of 
such a healing being current in Christian tradition. At 127! he 
wants a suitable introduction to the following discourse, and 
rewrites shortly a similar account. But it is curious that he 
should not have specially mentioned, as in 9*, the “casting out” 
of the devil in order to prepare for the é«@adAa of 12%. Lk., 
when inserting in 11!" the discourse which follows, has felt the 
same need of an introductory miracle. His choice of a deaf 
demoniac may be due to reminiscence of the two passages in Mt., 
or may be accidental, and due simply to the fact that both 
Evangelists inserted in this same connection the story of a deaf 
demoniac, known to them as an incident current in Christian 
tradition, of which no details had been preserved. Given the fact 
of the healing of a dumb demoniac, the agreement in language 
between Mt 92°83 and Lk 1114 is not very remarkable. It would 
be difficult to describe the bare fact of such a healing without 
some verbal agreement. 
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Tore mpoonvexOn adta] For tére, see on 27. For mpoodepewv as 
characteristic of Mt., see Introduction, p. Ixxxvi. mpoonvéx@y is 
the reading of SC D a/latt. B S!S*? have zpoojveyxav, as in 9°. 
For the passive, cf. 1874 198, 

E 23. And all the multitudes were astonished, and said, Is this 
indeed the Son of David?| e&icravto only here in this Gospel. 
It is a reminiscence of Mk 371. For “Son of David” as a title of 
the Messiah, see Dalm. Words, 3109 ff. 

M 24, But the Pharisees heard it, and said, This man doth not 
cast out devils, except by Beelzeboul, chief of the devils.| Mk. has: 
“And the scribes who had come down from Jerusalem were saying 
that He hath Beelzeboul, and that by the chief of the devils He casts 
out devils.” Mt. and Lk. independently, or Lk. by reminiscence 
of Mt., fuse together the two clauses of Mk 74, and wrongly make 
Beelzeboul equivalent to the chief of the devils and Satan. In 10% 
BeedXfeBovr is a name of reproach. Here in Mk. it seems to be 
the name of a demon by whom Christ was regarded as possessed. 
But it is not equivalent to Satan, the dpywv trav darpoviwy from 
whom Mk. distinguishes Beelzeboul. For Beelzeboul,! see on 10”. 

M 25. And knowing their thoughts, He said to them, Every kingdom 
divided against itself 1s made desolate ; and every city or house divided 
against itself shall not stand.| Mk. has: “And having called 
them, He was saying to them in parables, How can Satan cast 
out Satan? And if a kingdom be divided against (éz/) itself, that 
kingdom cannot stand. And if a house be divided against itself, 
that house shall not be able to stand.” Lk. agrees closely with Mt. 
in omitting the summoning of the disciples, in substituting the know- 
ledge of the thoughts of the Pharisees, and in combining Mk.’s 
two analogies into one clause. ‘‘But He (atrdés), knowing their 
thoughts (dvavonuara), said to them, Every kingdom divided (é:a- 
pepioOeioa) against itself (é’ éaurnv as in Mk., Mt. has xa& éavrijs) 
is made desolate, and house falls on house,” or ‘‘a house (divided) 
against a house falls.”—otkos] Mt. and Mk. have oixia. Well: 
hausen argues that “house” in Aramaic, and so here, means “a 
political territory,” as in “‘house of Lysanias.” This would give 
an appropriate meaning in Mt. No kingdom torn by internal 
dissension can escape devastation. And no city or State so divided 
can long maintain its independent existence. Lk.’s source seems 
to have differed here from Mt.’s. 

M 26. And if Satan cast out Satan, he is divided against himself ; 
how therefore shall his kingdom stand?| Mk. has: ‘‘ And if Satan 
rise up against himself and be divided, he cannot stand, but hath 
an end.” Lk. agrees closely with Mt.: “And if Satan be divided 
(StewepioOn) against himself, how shall his kingdom stand?” Lk. 

1C D al have BeedfeSovd, and so Eph. Syr., the Armenian and the Arabic 
Diatessaron. NS B have BeefeSovd, as in 10%, S!S?have Beelzebub, as in 10”, 
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adds here: ‘‘ because you say that by Beelzeboul I cast out devils” 
Gia Mk: v.%, 

27-28. And if I by Beelzeboul cast out devils, your sons by whom L 
do they cast (them) out? therefore they shall be your judges. But if 
L by the Spirit of God cast out devils, then the kingdom of God came 
upon you.| These verses are not in Mk. Lk. has them in verbal 
agreement with Mt., except that he has daxrvAw for mvevpari. 
Christ, after urging the absurdity of the charge brought against 
Him (6), now throws back the accusation upon the Jews. 
They, too, practised exorcism. Were they also the agents of 
Beelzeboul ?—oi vioi tu6v] means “people of your own race and 
religion,” z.e. Jews. It is here an Oriental circumlocution for ‘‘ you.” 
For an example of Jewish exorcism, cf. Jos. Az. vill. 46, 47 (quoted 
on 87°), and Ac 19!%.—é.a rotro] occurs 11 times in Mt., 3 in Mk., 
4 in Lk.—xpirat tar] “shall convict you of hypocrisy in accusing 
Me of employing diabolical arts whilst you yourselves practise 
exorcism.” —zvevpatt Geod| Lk. has the striking daxrvAw Geod ; cf. 
Ex 81945) where it is applied to a miraculous event, and Dt 9!°.— 
épfacev] Oavew occurs only here in the Synoptic Gospels. With 
prepositions it means to “arrive at,” ‘reach to,” “come upon” ; 
cf. Jg 20%4 otk éyvwoar ori POdve éx abtovs 4} Kaxia. The aorist is 
difficult, and we should expect the perfect. The same unexpected 
aor. occurs in 1 Th 216 ébOace dé éx’ adtois H dpyy. “If I by the 
Spirit of God cast out devils, then when I began my work, or when 
I came, the kingdom of God came to and amongst you, though 
you were not aware of it.” Pac. rov Oecd occurs 4 times in Mt, 
here and in 19% 215-43, The kingdom is here regarded as some- 
thing present. But only by anticipation. Where the Messiah was, 
there must be the kingdom in some sense. But in a fuller sense 
it was still future, to be inaugurated when He came on the clouds 
of heaven. 1% BactAcia rod Geod here is certainly due to the source 
used by the editor, in this case probably the Logia, which therefore 
contained sayings about “the kingdom of God” and “the kingdom 
of the heavens.” The reason why the editor did not here sub- 
stitute the latter for the former no doubt is that he always uses 
4 BactAcia tév ovpavéy in an eschatological sense, which would 
here be out of place ; cf. Introduction, p. lxvii f. 

29. Or how can any one enter into the house of “‘ the strong man,” M 
and spoil his goods? unless first he bind “the strong man,” and 
then he will spoil his house.| Mk. has: ‘ But no one can, having 
entered into,” etc. Lk. has a different version of the saying.—7 
mas] In Mk. the saying is loosely appended to the preceding with 
ad\Ad. The saying about the strong man and his goods had probably 
become proverbial; cf. /s- Sol 54 ov yep Anyerae oxtha avOpwiros 
rapa dvopos Suvatod; Is 4974 uy Anpweral tis Tapa ylyavtos oxdAa. 

So far from acting as a subordinate of Beelzeboul, Christ had 
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invaded his territory, and by ejecting devils from the possessed, 
was spoiling his goods. This implied a previous victory over him. 

L 30. He that is not with Me ts against Me: and he that gathereth 
not with me scattereth.| So Lk v.?%. 

In this war against Satan’s strongholds there are only two sides: 
for Christ or against Him, gathering with Him or scattering with 
Satan. 

M 81. Therefore I say to you, Every sin and blasphemy shall be 
forgiven to men: but blasphemy against the Spirit shall not be 
forgiven.| Mk. has: “ Verily I say to you that all things shall be 
forgiven to the sons of men,! the sins and the blasphemies where- 
with soever they shall blaspheme. But whosoever shall blaspheme 
against the Holy Spirit hath not forgiveness for ever, but is guilty 
of an eternal sin. Because they were saying that He hath an 
unclean spirit.” Lk. has no parallel in this discourse, but in 121° has 
** He who blasphemed against the Holy Spirit shall not be forgiven.” 

In Mt. the meaning seems to be: ‘‘ You have taken sides against 
Me in the war against Satan. In so doing you have committed 
an unpardonable sin, because in charging Me with being an agent 
of Satan you have hardened yourselves against a revelation of God’s 
Spirit working in Me.” 

M 382. And whosoever shall speak a word against the Son of Man, 
it shall be forgiven him ; but whosoever shall speak against the Holy 
Spirit, it shall not be forgiven him, neither in this age nor in the 
coming.| This verse seems to repeat the thought of the last, the 
difference being that as a contrast to speaking against or blasphemy 
against the Spirit, we have here speaking against the Son of Man 
in particular, instead of all sin and blasphemy in general. The 
two verses seem to be different recensions of the same saying. 
Mt. has probably conflated Mk. and his other source, or Mk. = 
the other source and another form of the saying known to him. 
Lk. in 121° has: Kat was Os épet Adyov eis Tov vidv Tod avOpwrov 
apcOnoerar aita TO be cis TO “Aytov rredpa BrAacdynpnoavte ovK 
adeOnoerat. Lk. appears to borrow the first clause from Mt *, 
the second from Mt *!=Mk 29, He may have done so from 
memory, or may have had the saying before him in this form. If 
Mt *2 and Mt 3!= Mk 289 be different recensions of one saying, 
it is probable that Mk.’s striking rots viots trav évOpd7av and Mt.’s 
Kata Tov viod Tod avOpwrov go back to the same original Aramaic 
phrase. Of the two, Mk.’s phrase is probably the more accurate 
translation. ‘‘ Anything shall be forgiven to men save blasphemy 
against the Holy Spirit,” gives a clear and intelligible meaning. 
On the other hand, “Opposition to the Son of Man is pardon- 
able, opposition to the Holy Spirit is unpardonable,” is difficult to 

1 This Aramaic ‘‘sons of men”=‘‘ men” occurs only here in the Synoptic 
Gospels. Mt. avoids it. 
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explain. How could the Pharisees be supposed to be able to 
distinguish between the Son of Man (=Christ?) acting as such, 
and the Son of Man driving out devils by the power of the Spirit. 
We have here a fairly clear instance where an original Aramaic 
phrase meaning “sons of men”=‘‘men” has been mistakenly 
represented by 6 vids tod dvOpdérov. Mk 2% is probably another 
instance. The general drift of vv.*!-3? seems to be: ‘“ You accuse 
Me of Satanic methods in casting out devils. In reality I cast 
them out by the power of God’s Spirit. In substituting Satan for 
the Holy Spirit you are guilty of blasphemy. And this is an 
unpardonable sin. It is the lie in the soul.”—otre & tovrw 7a 
aidve ovre €v TO peAXov7e] Mk 10% has: éy rG aldve 7d epxopevy. 
So Lk. ; but Mt. omits. Lk. also has: rod aidvos tovrov, 168 20%, 
and rod aidvos éxeivov, 20°5, These phrases are connected with the 
distinction which is common in apocalyptic literature of the first 
cent. A.D. between the present and the future age. See Dalm. 
Words, pp. 147-156; Volz, Jud. Eschat. p. 57; and cf. 2 Es 750 
“the Most High hath not made one world, but two”; 747 
“the world to come”; Afoc. Bar 157-8 44% “the world to 
come.” The distinction is also found in Rabbinical literature ; 
cf. Aboth 28. Hillel said: ‘“‘He who acquires for himself the 
words of the law, acquires for himself the life of the age which 
is coming.” Dalman says of this, “if genuine.” Ser. R. 44 
(Wiinsche, p. 209): According to Jochanan ben Zaccai, ¢. 80 A.D., 
God revealed to Abraham ‘this age, but not that age.” According 
to Akiba, ‘He revealed to him both ages.” ‘‘The currency of 
these expressions ‘this age,’ the future age,” says Dalman, “is 
at all events established by the end of the first Christian century.” 
Mt. has also 5 times the expression ovvréAeta Tod aidvos. See 
on v.®9°.—ovx apeOyoerat] B has od pi dpeO7. For this construc- 
tion, see on 518, 

83-35. The editor here inserts a paragraph which is similar to 
one which he has already recorded in the Sermon on the Mount, 
717-20, Lk. in his Sermon, 64, also has a similar section, which, 
however, is more closely in agreement with Mt 12 than with Mt 7; 
that is to say, Lk 64 and #>=Mt 71816, whilst Lk 64 45= Mt 
1 288¢. 84b. 35, = Lk. is here perhaps conflating the words of his source 
for the Sermon with reminiscences of Mt 12. 

83. Either make the tree good, and its fruit good; or make the G 
tree rotten, and tts fruit rotten: for by the fruit the tree is known. | 
Cf. 717-18, Lk 643, The meaning here is ‘“‘ Be consistent. Either 
allow My acts of casting out devils to be good in result, and 
attribute the power to do such good acts to the Holy Spirit; or 
condemn them as evil in result, and attribute them to Satanic agency.” 

84. Ye offspring of vipers, how can you speak good things, being 1 
evil?] This has no parallel in Lk. The meaning is: “The 
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reason why you utter judgements which directly gainsay plain facts 
is to be found in your evil nature.” 

L 84. For out of the abundance of the heart the mouth speaketh. | 
L 35. Zhe good man from the good treasure brings forth good 

things: and the evil man from the evil treasure brings forth evil 
things.| Cf. Lk 6 “The good man from the good treasure of 
(his) heart brings forth (mpodepe) the good. And the evil man 
from the evil brings forth the evil. For out of the abundance of 
the heart his mouth speaketh.” 

The meaning is: ‘ Your malicious judgements come from the 
treasure-house of your malicious nature.” 

36-37. These verses have no parallel in Lk. 
L But T say to you, that every idle utterance that men shall speak, 

they shall give account concerning it in the day of judgement. For 
Jrom thy words shalt thou be acquitted, and from thy words shalt 
thou be condemned. | 

36. dv pyua apysv] The Pharisees might urge that their say- 
ing of v.24 was after all only a pleasantry, and did not express their 
real beliefs. Christ warns them that such idle utterances, because 
they come from the heart (v.54), give expression to the inward 
nature, and will be called into judgement no less than the reasoned 
statement or the outward action. The last verse, with its change 
to the singular and its substitution of Adyos for pyua, sounds like 
a quotation or a proverbial saying. Clause (a) is perhaps a 
reminiscence Of Ps 50° dws Gy dixawwOzjs év rots Adyous cov. 
For 6 éav, see on 112", 

L 88. Zhen answered Him certain of the scribes and Pharisees, 
saying, Teacher, we wish to see a sign from Thee.| In Lk 1118 this 
request is combined with the accusation at the head of the 
discourse. ‘‘ But others tempting (Him), were seeking a sign from 
heaven from Him.” 

tote] see on 27, 
L 89. And He answered and said to them, An evil and adulterous 

generation seeks for a sign; and a sign shall not be given to tt, 
save the sign of Jonah the prophet.| Lk. has: “And when the 
multitudes were crowding together, He began to say, This 
generation is an evil generation: it seeks a sign, and a sign 
shall not be given to it, save the sign of Jonah.”—po.xadis] means 
apostate, disobedient, and unfaithful to God. 

EPL 40. for as Jonah was in the belly of the monster three days 
and three nights, so. shall the Son of Man be in the heart of 
the earth three days and three nights.| Lk. has: “For as Jonah 
was a sign to the Ninevites, so shall be also the Son of Man to 
this generation.” 

It is probable that Mt. (or the writer of his source) has para- 
phrased the saying as recorded by Lk., in order to explain the 
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parallelism between Jonah as a sign and the Son of Man as a 
sign. “As Jonah was a sign.” But how was he a sign? Cer- 
tainly not simply because he preached. His message of warning 
could in no true sense be called a sign. He was a sign because 
of his remarkable experience recorded in Jon 1-2. “So shall 
the Son of Man bea sign,” in virtue of His remarkable life’s history 
from beginning to end. The writer of the saying as recorded in 
Mt. has wished to make this parallelism clear. He has done so 
by illustrating it from one particular event in the life history of 
Jonah and of the Son of Man, in connection with which there 
was, as it seemed to him, a striking coincidence. The Son of Man 
(=Christ) foretold, as tradition recorded, that He would rise 
again after three days; cf. Mk 8%! 98! 10%, Mt 27°. (This was 
traditionally interpreted as equivalent to “on the third day,” cf. 
Mt 162! 1723 2019, Lk 922 183 247-46, Ac 104), It might, therefore, 
be said that He lay in the grave for three days. Mt. turned to 
the Book of Jonah, and found in 2! the words: xai jw ‘Iwvas év rp 
Kotla TOU KyTOUS TpEis HL€pas Kal Tpets VUKTas. Here was material 
for a comparison. Jonah’s wonderful story of guidance and pre- 
servation culminated in his sojourn in the belly of the sea monster 
followed by his miraculous deliverance. This, as illustrating his 
whole unique experience, made him a sign to the Ninevites. He 
preached to them as one miraculously accredited. The life history 
of the Son of Man culminated in His sojourn in the grave, followed 
by His miraculous resurrection. This, as illustrating His whole life 
of wonder and marvel, constituted Him a sign to the men of that 
generation. Mt. has, of course, rather forced his analogy.1_ Putting 
aside the fact that according to Christian tradition Christ lay in 
the grave only one whole day and parts of two others, he has 
tried to increase the parallelism by adding tpets vixras, when at 
the most there were only two. 

The words #v “Iwvas—vixras are borrowed from Jon 21.—rj 
kapdia THs yis] cf. Dt 411 Heb. “the heart of heaven,” and cor 
maris, 4 Es (=2 Es R.V.) 137% 51, 

41. The men of Nineveh shall rise up at the judgement with this 
generation, and shall condemn it: because they repented at the message 
of Jonah ; and, behold, more than Jonah is here.| Lk. transposes this 
and the next verse, probably simply in order to secure a chrono- 
logical sequence. He has this verse in verbal agreement with Mt. 

dvacticovrat év 7H Kpioer| shall stand or rise up at the judgement. 
Except in this and the next verse, Mt. uses 7<pa xpicews in this 

1 For an early attempt to account for the ‘‘ three days” and ‘“‘ three nights,” 
see the Syriac Didascalia (ed. Lagarde), p. 88, where the “‘three days” are 
reckoned as Friday 6 a.m. to noon, Friday 3 p.m. to6 p.m., and Saturday ; 
the ‘‘three nights” as Friday 12 to 3 p.m. (darkness=night), Friday night, 
and Saturday night. 

L 
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sense; cf. rol} 112224 7236. For 4 xpious = the last judgement, 
cf. Lk 1o!4. The idea is that at the final judgement the men of 
Nineveh will indict the men of this generation for not having 
repented at the preaching of Christ, who had been a greater sign 
to them than Jonah had been to the Ninevites. Wellhausen 
urges that in Aramaic “stand or rise up in judgement with” means 
“to accuse.” That is true; but even so the implied period of 
accusation must have been the final judgement day. The Greek 
translator, who rendered the Aramaic original by dvaorjcovra. év 
TH Kpioet etd, Only made his words express what he supposed to 
be implied in the original.—Aciov "Iwva] cf. 12° rod iepod peiCov. 

L 42. The queen of the South shall rise up at the judgement with 
this generation, and shall condemn it: for she came from the ends of 
the earth to hear the wisdom of Solomon; and, behold, more than 
Solomon ts here.| So Lk. with rav dvdpav after perd. eyepOjoerat 
is synonymous with dvaoryjcerat of v.44. Both represent the same 
Aramaic word.—vérov]_ In 1 K ro! niw = LXX afd. Jos. Anz. 

viii. 165 calls her queen of Egypt and Ethiopia. But Sheba was in 
southern Arabia. Wellhausen remarks that this is the earliest 
instance of the name Jemen (=“ south” =véros) for South-West 
Arabia. 

L 48-45 are placed by Lk. (11746) earlier in the discourse. There 
they seem to illustrate the futility of the methods of the Jewish 
exorcists (v.!%). These seem to do the same work as Christ, but 
really they act against Him (v.”°); for the evil spirit whom they 
drive out returns, making the sufferer worse than before. In Mt. 
the verses seem rather to describe the condition of the Jewish 
nation in Christ’s time. They had formerly repented at the 
summons of God, and their evil spirit had been driven out. 
But it had returned with seven others. And now the condition 
of the nation was such that even the preaching of Christ had no 
effect. Or the passage may have been added here by the editor, 
with immediate reference to the preceding verses, as bearing upon 
the subject of exorcism with which the discourse started. It is 
possible that Lk. may have tried to improve the connection by 
placing the verses within the body of the discourse. 

L 48. But when the unclean spirit is gone forth from the man, he 
passes through waterless places, seeking rest, and finds none.| So Lk. 
with pH etpioxov for ody ctpicKxe.—évidpwv térwv] Demons were 
thought to dwell in deserted places. Cf. Is 13?! 3414, Bar 4%, Rev 
182, Mk 510, For the waterless place, cf. the incantation given in 
Thompson, Devils and Evil Spirits of Babylonia, i. pp. 61, 167: 

‘““ Neither with sea water, nor with sweet water, 
Nor with bad water, nor with Tigris water, 
Nor with Euphrates water, nor with pond water, 
Nor with river water, shalt thou be covered.” 
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And for desert places as the abode of demons, cf. the same work : 
p- 123: ‘O evil spirit—to the desert. 

O evil demon—to the desert. 
O evil ghost—to the desert. 
O evil devil—to the desert. 

p- 139: O evil spirit, get thee forth to distant places. 
O evil demon, hie thee unto the ruins. 

A ruined desolate house is thy home.” 
44. Then he saith, I will return to my house whence I camel 

out; and having come, he finds tt vacant, swept, and adorned.| So 
Lk. with troortpéfw eis Tov otkév pov for eis TOV oiKoV pov éemoTpero ; 
but 8* A D aZS! S? omit oyoAdfovta in Lk.—oyoddfovra| Rare in 
this sense; cf. Plut. Caz Grec. 12; and of uncultivated land, Plut. 
Timol. ch. 22 end.—capéw| A late form of ca/pw, Artem. ii. 33. 

45. Then he goeth, and taketh with himself seven other spirits L 
worse than himself, and entering in they dwell there; and the last 
state of that man becomes worse than the first.| So Lk. without pe? 
éavrov, and with érra after €avrot.—érra] For the seven evil spirits 
of Babylonian demonology, cf. Thompson, pp. xlii ff. 

So shall it be to this evil generation.| These words are not 
found in Lk. 

C. (7) His relations seek Him. 
46. The editor now goes back to Mk 33!-°5, In Mk. Christ is ina 

house (3)%), where the preceding discourse was presumably uttered. 
But in Mt. the last place mentioned is the synagogue of 12%. In 
125 He leaves the synagogue, and in 12” a blind and deaf demoniac 
is brought to Him; but no detail of place is given. 

While He was still speaking to the multitudes, behold, His™ 
mother and brethren had taken their stand without, seeking to speak 
to Him.| Mk. has: “‘And His mother and His brethren come, 
and, having taken their stand outside, sent to Him, calling Him.” 
The outside here means outside the house in which He was (3%). 
In Mt. the outside must be interpreted as on the outskirts of the 
crowd. The editor is obliged to rewrite Mk.’s opening words, 
ért avtod Aadotvtos|] Cf. the insertion of a similar formula, tatra 
a’rov Aadoidvros, as a connecting link, in 9!8.—ro7s 6yAots| cf. v.28. — 
idov] See on 12°,—fyrodvres aitd Aadjoa}] Mk.’s dréoreAav zpos 
avrov KaAotvtes avTov is unsuitable here, where Christ is separated 
from His relatives only by the circle of people round Him. Mt. 
anticipates the Cyrodeiy oe of Mk v.*? which he omits. 

48. And He answered and said to him who told Him, Who isM 
My mother? and who are My brethren?| The editor summarises 
Mk vy.32 33 “ And the crowd sat about Him; and they say to Him, 
Behold, Thy mother and Thy brethren without seek Thee. And 
He answered them, and saith, Who is My mother and brethren?” 
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M 49. And He stretched out His hands towards His disciples, and 
said, Behold My mother and My brethren!| Mk. has: “And He 
looked round at those sitting in a circle about Him, and saith, 
Behold My mother and My brethren!” It is in Mt.’s manner to 
make the reference apply specially to the disciples.—idov] for Mk.’s 
ide. See on 17, 

M 50. For whosoever shall do the will of My Father who ts in the 
heavens, the same is My brother, and sister, and mother.| Mk. has: 
‘“‘ Whosoever shall do the will of God, he is My brother, and sister, 
and mother.” For rod zatpds pov Tod év ovpavois, see on 51% Cf. 
Aboth 522 “Be bold as a leopard, and swift as an eagle, and fleet 

as a hart, and strong as a lion, to do the will of thy Father which 

is in heaven.” 2* “Do His will as if it were thy will, that He 
may do thy will as if it were His will. Annul thy will before 
His will, that He may annul the will of others before thy w-ll.” 
B. Berakhoth 16» “Our will is to do Thy will” See also on 6”. 

47. 8®* CD Ea/ latt insert here: ‘‘And one said to Him, Behold, Thy 

mother and Thy brethren are standing without, seeking to speak to Thee.” 

Mk. has: ‘‘And there sat about Him a multitude ; and they say to Him, 

Behold, Thy mother and Thy brethren outside are seeking Thee.” The verse 

in Mt. is rightly omitted by 8* B LT S! S? ff! k. Mt. has purposely omitted 

the corresponding clause in Mk., and has only taken from it the {nrotciv ce= 

¢nrodvres abr@ Aadfjoat, Mt #8. The interpolator has written the words to 

assimilate to Mk. and Lk., and to prepare the way for v.#. If the verse were 

genuine, Mt. and Lk. would agree against Mk. in éorqxaow, as they do in 

the next verse in elev for Aéyet. 

C. (8) Illustrations of His parabolic teaching, Eales, 

XIII. The editor now comes to Mk 4. 

M 1. On that day Jesus went (out of the house?), and sat by the 

sea.} Mk has: “And again He began to teach by the sea.” 

ev éxeivy TH Hepa] inserted to make the connection closer, as 

in 2223, and as a substitute for Mk.’s radu, which Mt. often omits. 

éx ris oixias if genuine is a reminiscence of Mk 319 Kat epxerae 

eis ofxov, which Mt. had omitted, but which still underlies 1246; 

but DS! a be ff!2 g! k omit ék rijs olxéas. B omits éx. CE a/ have 

axé. The words are probably a gloss to explain éfeA@dv.—éxd6y70] 

Mk. has jpéaro diddoxew. Mt. often avoids ypéato. For éxafyrto, 

cf. 152, It is suggested here by the xaGjoGa of the next clause 

in Mk. 
M_ 2. And there were gathered to Him many multitudes, so that 

He embarked into a boat, and sat.| Mk. has: “ And there is 

gathered to Him a very great multitude, so that He embarked 

into a boat, and sat in the sea.”—ovvyxOyoav] for Mk.’s hist. 

pres., as often.—éxAor] for Mk.’s singular, as often. Mt. omits 

Mk.’s superfluous év 77 Oadacoy. 

M And all the multitude had taken its stand on the shore.\| Mk. 

has: “And all the multitude were at the sea upon the land.”—emi 
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tov alyvaddv] For atyiadds, cf. v.48, Mt. avoids Mk.’s redundant 
“at the sea upon the land.” Cf. Introduction, p. xxiv. 

8. And He spake to them many things in parables, saying, Be-M 
hold, the sower went out to sow.| Mk. has: “And He was teach- 
ing them many things in parables, and He said to them in His 
teaching, Hear; Behold, the sower went out to sow.” 

moAAd| Mt. generally omits Mk.’s adverbial zoAAd.—éAdAnoer | 
abbreviates Mk.’s edidacxev—xal eAeyey aitois ev TH didayy adrod. 
See Introduction, p. xxiv.—rod ozeipev] for Mk.’s ozeipar. Mt. 
has tov with inf. 7 times. The present tense emphasises the con- 
tinuance of the action. See Blass, p. 196f., and note on 11}, 

4, And during his sowing, some fell by the wayside, and the M 
birds came and devoured them.| Mk. has: ‘“‘ And it came to pass 
during the sowing, some (6) fell by the wayside, and the birds 
came and devoured it.”—a] Mk. has the singular. For Mt.’s 
preference for plurals, see on 87°.—é\ovra—xarépayev] for Mk.’s 
HAGev Kal Katépayev. 

8. And others fell upon the stony places, where they had not much M 
earth ; and immediately they sprang up, because they had not depth of 
earth,| Mk. has: “ And other fell upon the stony place, and where 
it had not much earth ; and immediately it sprang up because it 
had not depth of earth.”—daAAa] plural again, and so in zerpadyn 
for Mk.’s aAXo and zerpddes; see on 876, But Mk. has adda in 
v.8 and zerpwdy in v.16.—dAAa dé] for Mk.’s kat aAAo, as often. 

6. And the sun having risen, they were scorched; and because they M 
had not root they withered.| Mk. has: “And when the sun rose,” etc. 

7. And others fell upon the thorns, and the thorns grew up and M 
choked them.| Mk. has: “And other (sing.) fell into the thorns ; 
and the thorns grew up and choked it, and it gave no fruit.” —d@AAa 
dé for Mk.’s xai ddXo, as often.—arérviéav] Mk. has ovvervigar. 
In Mt. 8D have the simple verb, which occurs also in 18%, Mk 
518. damémvgav may be an assimilation to Lk. 

8. And others fell upon the good ground, and was giving fruit.|M 
Mk. has: “And others fell into the good ground, and was giving 
fruit, growing and increasing.” Mt. omits Mk.’s rather obscure 
last three words, see Swete.—dAAa. 5€] for Mk.’s xai aAAa, as often. 
éri is easier than Mk.’s eis.“ Some an hundred, and some sixty, and 
some thirty fold.” Mk. has: “And was bearing one thirty, and one 
sixty, and one an hundred fold.” Mk.’s eis—év—ée is due to mis- 
translation of the Aramaic xn Sy or Hebrew 3N; cf. AND IN by 
Gn 2612 (Targ.)=an hundred fold, nyaw tn, Dn 3!°=sevenfold. 
Cf. Exp. Times, xiii. p. 330, and so now Wellhausen on Mt. Mt. 
has avoided the Aramaism by substituting o—s—o. 

9. He that hath ears to hear, let him hear.| Mk. has: “And M 
He said, Who hath ears to hear, let him hear.” The words occur 
again in Mt r1}8 and 13%. 
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1-9. Mt. and Lk. agree against Mk. in the following: 
6xAot ToAAot, Mt 2 = dxAov woAdod, Lk *. Mk. has 6xAos zAcioros. 
Tov omeipew, Mt =rTov ozeipar, Lk 5 Mk. has ovetpa alone. 
év TO o7metpew aitov, Mt 4, Lk & Mk. has kal éyévero ev 7a 

o7rei pel. 

6 éxwv, Mt °, Lk & =k. has ds éxee. 
M 10. And the disciples came and said to Him, Why dost Thou 

speak to them in parables?] Mk. has: “And when He was in 
private, those who were around Him with the Twelve were asking 
Him the parables.” This is ambiguous. Lk. interprets it to mean, 
‘“‘asked Him the meaning of the parable.” In Mk. we must under- 
stand that vv.10-%3 refer to teaching on some occasion other than that 
implied in vy.?%. 95-36, This explains Mk.’s plural wapaBodds. On 
some other occasion the Twelve and others asked for an explana- 
tion of the parable of the Sower and of other parables. But Mt. 
prefers to treat Mk 4193 as a part of the same scene as Mk 1°. 25-36, 
He therefore omits ‘“‘ And when He was in private,” and changes 
“* Asked Him about the parables” = “‘asked Him what the meaning 
of the parables was” into “Said to Him, Why dost Thou speak 
to them in parables?” For zpooeA@ovtes, see on 4°.—ol pabyrat | 
“disciples” in a wide sense. Mt. thus avoids representing the 
Twelve as ignorant of the reason of Christ’s use of parables. See 
Introduction, p. xxxill. 

M = 11. And He answered and said that, To you it has been given to 
know the secrets of the kingdom of the heavens, but to them it has not 
been given.| Mk. has: ‘And He said to them, To you the secret of 
the kingdom of God has been given, but to those outside all things 
happen in parables.”—pvornpia| for the plural, see on 826 The 
singular might suggest that the very conception of the kingdom was 
something unknown. But the idea of the kingdom was current 
and familiar. Christ’s teaching about it contained, however, many 
things unfamiliar. Hence the plural. Mt. adds the explanatory 
yvavat. — dédora] Christ’s teaching about the kingdom had 
familiarised His disciples with many conceptions (svao7npia) of its 
nature and near approach which remained unknown to the masses 
of the people.—pvorjpia] The word is used in the LXX to 
denote a ‘“‘secret”; cf. Wis 222 “the secrets of God,” To 127 ‘“‘the 
secret of a king,” Jth 2? the same, 2 Mac 1324. The representa- 
tion of eschatological ideas, immortality of the soul, resurrection 
of the body, future judgement, Messianic kingdom as “‘secrets” 
revealed to the elect, is especially characteristic of the Apocalyptic 
and Sibylline literature, and the word in this sense has been 
adopted by the New Testament writers. See Armitage Robinson, 
Ephesians, pp. 234 ff. Sltabeffk omit trav otpavéar. 

€xetvous dé ov deddrar| Mk. has the obscure éxeivois dé tots €€a 

év wapaBoXais wavra yiverat, Which may perhaps mean, “all spiritual 
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teaching is like an unexplained parable to the uninitiated,” or ‘‘to 
the multitude outside (the place where we are).” 

12. For whosoever hath, there shall be given to him, and increased. M 
But whosoever hath not, even that which he hath shall be taken from 
him.| Mk. has a similar clause in 4% “For he who hath, there 
shall be given to him; and he who hath not, there shall be taken 
from him even that which he hath.” Similar words occur in 25% 
in the parable of the Talents, and Mt. here adds kat repuooevOyoera 
to assimilate to that passage or in anticipation of cai rpooreOycerau 
ipiv, Mk 424. Here the words seem to refer to spiritual opportuni- 
ties. The disciples “had,” ¢.g., faith to receive the revelation of the 
secrets of the kingdom. Hence these secrets were entrusted to them. 
The masses of the people “had not” such capacity for divine 
truth. Hence these secrets were withheld from them, because 
the parabolic form in which Christ taught them only yielded its 
“secret” to those who already had some understanding of the 
nature of the secrets concerned. But the verse does not seem 
entirely applicable here, because it is difficult to give any adequate 
meaning to the last clause. The teaching in parables did not 
bring about the “taking away even what he hath.” Mt. has 
probably added them here in order to atford at least a partial 
explanation of Mk.’s obscure “all things happen in parables.” 

13. Therefore I speak to them in parables: because secing they M 
do not see; and hearing they do not hear, nor understand.| Mx. 
has: ‘(Happen in parables) in order that seeing they may see, and 
not see; and hearing they may hear, and not understand ; lest they 
should turn, and be forgiven.” 

The verse in Mk. is an adaptation of Is 6% 1 dxoy dxovoere Kai 
od pa cuvyte Kal BA€rovtes BAdpere Kal od py idnTE—pyH moTE 
émuotpévwou Kal idcopat adrovs. In the last clause Mk.’s kal 
ddeOy avtois is nearer to the Heb. NEW than to the LXX. As 
the words stand in Mk. they describe the purpose of the “all 
things happen in parables.” This may mean, “To the unspiritual 
masses of the people, who have no capacity for divine truth, the 
whole of life, and, in particular, all revelation of divine secrets, is 
like an unexplained parable, into the real meaning of which they 
never penetrate. And this condition of things fulfils the words of 
God to the prophet Isaiah, which described the spiritual condition 
of that generation.” A modern speaker would use terms of analogy 
rather than of purpose to connect the state of things before him 
with the Old Testament parallel. But in the New Testament any 
condition of things parallel to or analogous to a similar condition 
in the Old Testament is said to fulfil the terms which describe 
the latter. And the use of future tenses in the LXX of Isaiah 
easily leads to the use of the passage as a prediction of future events 
rather than as the description of a present condition. 

Io 



146 THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO S. MATTHEW [XIII. 18-17. 

Mt., however, has explained the question of Mk 4! as asking 
after the reason of Christ’s use of parables, dua ri év zapaBodats 
AaXets avrots; and introduces this use of Isaiah’s language with the 
direct answer, ‘‘ Therefore I speak to them in parables.” He 
cannot, therefore, continue with Mk.’s iva, the effect of which 
would be to represent Christ’s speaking in parables as purposely 
adopted in order to prevent the people from understanding the 
teaching underlying them. The editor feels that this would be 
intolerable. He therefore changes iva into 67, and substitutes 
indicatives for Mk.’s subjunctives. ‘‘I speak in parables, because 
the people are not able to receive nor to understand the ‘secrets’ 
when revealed in plain language.” ‘‘ They see, and yet do not 
see; and they hear, and yet do not hear, nor understand.” 
Nothing is here said (as apparently in Mk.) of the object gained 
by the use of parables, but an explanation is given of the causes 
which made it necessary. But there is implied the inference that 
the object was to present the “secrets” of the kingdom in a form 
which would enable all such as had (v.!*) capacity to understand, 
to penetrate their meaning, whilst it would shroud these divine 
secrets from those who had no qualifications for appreciating 
them. In this way Christ fulfilled His own saying, “Give not 
that which is holy to dogs, nor cast your pearls before swine ” (7°). 
DS! Stabcdeffk add py more emuctpéywouy from Mk. 

14,15, Mt. here introduces the direct quotation, which is in- 
directly employed in Mk 5?2. 

BE And there is being fulfilled for them the prophecy of Isaiah, 
which says, With hearing ye shall hear, and shall not understand ,; 
and seeing ye shall see, and shall not perceive. For the heart of this 
people was made fat, and with their ears they heard heavily, and 
their eyes they smeared ,; lest they should see with their eyes, and hear 
with their ears, and understand with their heart, and should turn, 
and I should heal them. | 

kal dvamAnpottar avrois}] We might expect the editor to use 
the formula ézws (iva) tAnpw6 76 fyGev, on which see Introduction, 
p. Ixi. But that formula seems to have been characteristic of a 
special group of quotations which the editor had before him ina 
Greek form. In this case he himself has recourse to the LXX, in 
order to quote a passage which has been suggested to him by 
Mk 4}#,. He therefore uses an introductory phrase of his own, 
which was suggested, no doubt, by the zAnpw6y of the recurring 
formula. The quotation which follows seems to be verbally 
identical with the LXX of Is 69-10, even to the unexpected fut. 
ind. idcopuac of the last clause. 

16-17. Cf. Lk 1973*4, Mk 4%. 
L But blessed are your eyes, for they see; and your ears, for they 

hear. Lor verily I say to you, That many prophets and righteous 
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men desired to see the things which ye see, and did not see; and to 
hear the things which ye hear, and did not hear.|_ Mk. has: ‘And 
He saith to them, Do ye not know (oidare) this parable, and how 
shall you understand (yvwoeoe) all the parables?” Mt. omits this 
reproach (see Introduction, p. xxxiii), and substitutes for it a passage 
from the Logia containing a statement of the privileges of the 
disciples. This saying also occurs ‘in Lk 10-24 in a different 
context (the return of the Seventy), and differently worded: “ And 
turning to the disciples, privately He said, Blessed are the eyes 
which see the things which ye see; for I say to you, that many 
prophets and kings wished to see the things which ye see, and did 
not see; and to hear the things which ye hear, and did not hear.” 

tudv 6é] The ipér is emphatic, and contains a direct contrast 
to those referred to in airots, vv.1918, éxefvors, v.41, and in vy.1%15, 
“ They ” cannot understand the parables, and that is why I use 
the parabolic method, because they are not capable of appreciating 
the ‘‘secrets” when plainly taught in literal language; “for they 
have blinded their eyes to the light of divine truth. But blessed 
are your eyes, for they see this divine light.” 

18. Ye therefore hear the parable of the sower.| The words are in- E 
serted by the editor.—teis] ‘‘ Because your eyes see, you are able 
to understand and to receive the ‘secrets’ which the parable enfolds.” 

19. Jn the case of every one who hears the word of theM 
kingdom, and does not understand, there comes the evil one, and 
wrests away that which was sown in his heart. This is he who was 
sown by the wayside.) Mk. has: ‘‘The sower sows the word. 
These are they who (are) by the wayside, where the word is sown. 
And when they hear, straightway cometh Satan, and taketh away 
the word which was sown into them.” Mk.’s explanation of the 
parable suffers from condensation. ‘These are they who are by 
the wayside” interprets 6 pey érecev rapa TH 660r, v.4, ze. the seed 
which fell by the wayside describes the case of the people who 
hear the doctrine and allow it quickly to be lost from their memory 
and understanding. Properly speaking, “that which fell by the 
wayside” is the doctrine, and the wayside represents superficial 
hearers ; but Mk.’s loosely connected words seem to confuse the 
seed sown, z.e. the doctrine, with the people amongst whom it is 
sown, 7.¢. those who hear it. Mt. might have simplified by saying in 
his last clause, ‘‘ This is, ze. this is represented by, that which was 
sown by the wayside”; but he follows Mk.’s confusion between 
the seed sown and the people amongst whom it is sown. He adds 
kal py ovvievtos to explain why the evil one succeeds in wresting 
the seed from them, and substitutes év r7 xapdia avrod for Mk.’s 
harsher eis avrovs—6 zrovnpds, as in v.°8, 

20, 21. And he that was sown upon the stony places, this ts heM 
who hears the word, and straightway with joy receives it; but hath 
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not root in himself, but ts ephemeral; and when tribulation or 
persecution for the word cometh, straightway ts made to stumble. | 
Mk. has: “And these are they likewise who are being sown on 
the stony places, who, when they hear the word, straightway with 
joy receive it ; and have not root in themselves, but are ephemeral. 
Then when tribulation or persecution for the word cometh, straight- 
way they are made to stumble.” ‘There is here again the same 
confusion in Mk., followed by Mt., between the seed and the 
people amongst whom it is sown.—ozapeis] and so in v.” for 
Mk.’s less suitable oepdpmevo. Mk. has omapérvres in v.20, 6 d€ 
for kat ovrot; and ovx éxeu dé for kal ov éxovary, as often ; Tov Adyov 
throughout this chapter means the good news of the kingdom ; 
Chive’: 

M 22. And he that was sown into the thorns, this ts he who hears 
the word ; and the care of the world and the deceitfulness of riches 
choke the word, and it becomes unfruitful.| Mk. has: “ And others 
there are who are being sown into the thorns. These are they 
who heard the word; and the cares of the world, and the desires 
concerning the rest, enter in and choke the word, and it becometh 
unfruitful.” Again the same verbal confusion. Lk. here simplifies 
by substituting the neuter: “ And that which was sown,” etc. Mt. 
omits Kai at wept Ta Nowra eriHvpios as being involved in 7 pépipva 
Tod ai@vos. Tov aiaves probably implies the distinction between 
this and the coming age; see on 12°, 

M 28. And he that was sown upon the good ground, this is he 
who hears the word and understands, who brings forth and pro- 
duces fruit, some an hundred fold, and some sixty, and some thirty. | 
Mk. has: “And these are they who were sown upon the good 
ground, who hear the word and receive it, and bring forth fruit, 
one thirty fold, and one sixty, and one an hundred. Lk., again,. 
has the neuter — “that which,” etc. ouvveis, cf. v.19, explains 
Mk.’s rapadéyovraz.—od—6é—6] for Mk.’s é—év—év. See on v.®. 
—o d€] for Mk.’s cai, as often. 

The parable as it stands here seems to describe the reception 
of the word, or good news, or teaching (v.!°) about the secrets of 
the kingdom (v.!!) as taught by Christ. Some do not understand 
it (v.1°). Some cannot endure the persecution with which its 
disciples are assailed (vv.20-2!), Some are too much preoccupied 
by worldly pursuits to allow it to influence them (v.”). But others 
welcome it, and become true disciples of the kingdom (v.%) ; 
ef. v.52, 

10-23. Mt. and Lk. agree against Mk. in the following: 
ot pabyrat, Mt; of padyrat airod, Lk % Mk. has of epi 

avTov ody TOls OWOEKA. 
6 6&—eimev—yvovae Ta prvoryjpia, Mt 4, Lk Mk. has xai 

eAcyev—T0 prvarnptov. 



XIII. 23-31.] MINISTRY IN GALILEE 149 

€v TH Kapdia abtrod, Mt %=dd ris xapdias, Lk 1% Mk. has 
eis avTous. 

de it 20 Lk 38: Mt 2% Lid®: Me 38. Lk 25.” “Mika has xat, 
24-30. The tares. 
24. Another parable He put forth to them, saying, The kingdom \ 

of heaven is likened to a man who sowed good seed in his field. | 
01899] The usual introduction of a parable in the later 

Jewish literature is: ‘A parable. To what is the matter like? 
To,” etc. See Bacher, Exeg. Term. i. 121, ti. 121. The use of 
parables is very common in this literature. Examples from the 
Mechilta may be seen in Fiebig, Alyud. Gleichnisse. All the 
parables in Mt. which are not borrowed from Mk. are introduced 
with the formula dpow6y or dpoia éori, except 251489, which is 
introduced with a simple éo7zep, a method also used in the Jewish 
parables. Cf. Fiebig, p. 78. 

25. And whilst men were sleeping, the enemy came and sowed L 
tares in the midst of the wheat, and went away. | 

26. But when the blade sprouted and made fruit, then appeared L 
also the tares. | 

27. And the servants of the householder came, and said to him, L 
Lord, didst thou not sow good seed in thy field? Whence, therefore, 
hath it tares ?) 

28. And he said to them, An enemy hath done this. And theL& 
servants say to him, Dost thou wish, therefore, that we go and 
gather them ?| 

29. And he satth, No, lest as you gather the tares ye root up also 
with them the wheat. | 

80. Let both grow together until the harvest, and tn the time of the L 
harvest I will say to the reapers, Gather first the tares, and bind them 
into bundles to burn them; but the wheat gather into my granary.| 

avr eis Seopas] LXAS!S?abcg!?ff?qomit eis. Defhk 
omit aird. Epiph. quoted by Tisch. gives déopas décpas ; cf. 
ovp7dc.a cupmoo.a, Mk 6°°; and see Moulton, p. 97. 

81. Mt. here omits Mk.’s added sayings, 471-5. He has already 
inserted a parallel to 471 in 515, and to 4”? in 1076, A parallel to 4” 
has already been given twice in 139= Mk 49, andin 11. A parallel 
to Mk 44 has been given in 7», and to 4% in v.!%. This, therefore, 
brings the editor to 476-29, But it is probable that in the Logia 
he had before him a group of parables containing the Tares, the 
Mustard Seed, the Leaven, the explanation of the Tares, the Hid 
Treasure, the Goodly Pearl, the Drag-net, and a conclusion. He 
turns new to this source, and borrows from it, thus omitting 
Mk 426-29, and substituting for 499%? the similar parable of the 
Logia. After the third Logian parable, the Leaven, he turns back 
to Mk. and borrows Mk.’s conclusion, 4%**4, before continuing 
with the explanation of the Tares from the Logia. Thus: 
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Mt 13. Mk 4. 
Seed growing secretly, omitted 26-29 
Tares, 24-30 a Be 
Mustard Seed, 81-32 substituted for 80-32, 

Leaven, 33 al 

Conclusion, 84-35 83-34, 
It may seem strange that, having once abandoned Mk at 1374, 

he should take the trouble to borrow from him 4%%-%4, and that he 
should place this not after the Mustard Seed as in Mk., but after 
the Logian parable of the Leaven. By so doing he seems to intro- 
duce into his chapter two conclusions, 13°4*° from Mk., and 51-52 
from the Logia. 

But let us suppose that the Logia contained two groups of 
three parables, separated by the explanation of the Tares, and 
ended with the conclusion, vv.5!-52, Thus: 

nee) ares ) 
31-32 Mustard Seed 

33 Leaven 
86-43 Explanation of Tares. 

44 Hid Treasure 
45-46 Goodly Pearl Second group. 
47-50 Draw Net 

Of course, the difficulty here is in the position of the explana- 
tion of the Tares. Why does it not stand immediately after the 
parable? Moreover, the reference to the house, v.°°, is improbable 
as a feature of the Logia. In any case this is probably due to the 
editor. It does not help us to attribute the whole of vv.*643 to 
the editor, because the position of the section remains a difficulty, 
and because the section is characterised throughout by ge 
which are probably due to the Logia. 

It is easiest, therefore, to suppose that the Logian Seat les 
were arranged as above in two groups of three, separated by the 
explanation of the Tares. The editor having once deserted Mk., 
inserts the first group of three, and then adds Mk.’s conclusion. 
He did not place it immediately after the mustard seed, where 
Mk. has it, because he did not care to break up the grouping into 
three. For his liking for this arrangement, see Introduction, p. Ixv. 

SiS2sCh Miki 4st ik sie, 
831. Another parable He put forth to them, saying, The kingdom 

of the heavens is like to a grain of mustard seed, which a man took, 
and sowed in his field.| Mk. has: “And He said, How shall we 
liken the kingdom of God, or in what parable shall we set it forth? 
As a grain of mustard seed?” 

époia éoriv] see on v.24, Mt. avoids Mk.’s redundancy ; cf. 
Introduction, p. xxiv. For Mk.’s ds, cf. 25!4, and see on v.*4. 

32. Which indeed is less than all seeds. But whenit has grown it 

First group. 
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ts greater than the herbs, and becomes a tree, so that the birds of the 
heaven come and lodge in its branches.) Mk. has: “ Which when 
it is sown upon the earth, though it is less than all seeds which are 
upon the earth, and when it is sown, grows up and becomes greater 
than all herbs, and makes great branches, so that the birds of the 
heaven are able to lodge under its shadow.” 

 puxpotepov pév eat] Mt. simplifies Mk.’s harsh construction, 
os—puxpotepov ov. He also avoids the repetition of drav oxaph 
and émt ris yns.—Katacknvoty] cf. Ps 104!2,—év rots xAddots adroi| 
Mk. has timo tiv oxiay airod. Both expressions are used of birds 
in connection with trees. For tad tiv oxidy airoi, cf. Ezk 177; 
and for éy rots xAddos adrod, Dn 418 Th. The latter phrase 
expresses more suitably here the size of the tree. 

Mt. and Lk. have several agreements in this parable as against 
Mk. ; cf. éuofa eoriv, Mt. Lk. Ov AaBov dvOpwros éorepey ev TE 
aypd adtov, Mt.=6v AaBov avOpwros EBadev eis xyrov éavtod, Lk. 
avéndy, Mt. = nvéqoev, Lk. ; dévdpov, Mt. Lk.—év rots xAadors adrod | 
So far as Mt. goes, these variations from Mk. might be easily 
explained as editorial revisions of Mk.’s text. But his omission of 
Mk 426-29, combined with these variations and with the fact that 
the interpretation of the Tares does not immediately follow that 
parable, but comes later, after other parables in vv.%*48, suggests 
that he borrowed the whole section #45? (excepting v.4) from the 
Logia. In that case, when he came to Mk 4%° he turned to his 
other source for all that follows down to v.5%. His variations from 
Mk 4-82 are then due chiefly to the fact that this parable stood in 
the Logia in a form which differed from that of Mk. Lk. at 818 
omits Mk 426-84, but has the parable of the Mustard Seed com- 
bined with that of the Leaven later in his Gospel at 131824. He 
probably, therefore, borrowed them from a non-Marcan source, 
which may have been the first Gospel, or a source which contained 
these two parables in the same order and largely in the same 
language as the Logia. 

The parable seems to describe the future propagation of the 
word or doctrine of the kingdom. Starting from small beginnings 
in the teaching of Christ, it will spread rapidly and win many 
adherents. 

$1, 32. Mt. and Lk. agree against Mk. in the following: 
dpota éotiv—ov AaBov avOpwros—airot, Mt %!, Lk 18 19, 
avénby, Mt #2 =niénoev, Lk *. Mk. has ovap7. 
devdpov, Mt *2=eis dévdpov, Lk 9% Mk. has petlov mavrwv trav 

Aaxavev. 
év tots KAddots avrov, Mt 32, Lk 1% Mk. has td tiv ody 

avrov. 
Sa.eb bkia34-at 
Another parable He spake to them; The kingdom of the heavens & 
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ts like to leaven, which a woman took, and hid in three measures of 
meal, till the whole was leavened.| Lk. has: “ And again He said, 
To what shall I liken the kingdom of God? It is like to leaven,” 
etc.—époia éoriv| for this and for Lk.’s tiv dyo1uscw—ébpola eoriv, 
see on v.*4, The parable, like that of the Mustard Seed, describes 
the propagation of the doctrine of ‘‘the kingdom.” Like leaven, 
this will spread rapidly until it has accomplished the purpose for 
which it was taught. 

34. The editor now inserts Mk.’s conclusion, 4°-*4, 
M 934. All these things spake Jesus in parables to the multitudes ; 

and without a parable He was speaking nothing to them.) Mk. 
4°%- 34 has: “And with many such parables He was speaking to 
them, as they were able to hear. And without a parable He 
was not speaking to them. But privately He was interpreting 
all things to His disciples.” Mt. has omitted Mk 98> and 4 on 
account of the ambiguity of 85 “as they were able to hear.” 

35. He now adds one of the series of quotations from which 
he has elsewhere borrowed. 

fe) 35. That it might be fulfilled which was spoken through the 
prophet, saying, I will open My mouth in parables; I will utter 
things hidden from the foundation of the world.\—érus 7dypw67 | 
see Introduction, p. lxi, and on 17% The quotation is from Ps 
77%, The LXX there has: dvoiéw év rapafodais TO otdpa pov, 
pbéyEouar tpoBAnpata ax apxyns. The first clause of the Gospel 
quotation betrays reminiscence of the LXX, the second clause 
appears to be an independent translation from the Hebrew. For 
épevyer Oar, cf. Ps 18% ; and for xexpuppeva, cf. 2 Mac 1241, xaraBody 
xéopov does not occur in the LXX, but here, 254, Lk 1159, Jn 1774, 
Eph 14, three times in Heb., 1 P 179, and Rev 13% and 17% Cf. 
also Ass. Mos 114 “ab initio orbis terrarum” = po xataBodjjs Koopov, 
with Charles’ note, p. 58. But see critical note on p. 154. 

EL 3:6. Zhen having left the multitudes, He went into the house ; 
and there came to Him His disciples, saying, Explain to us the 
parable of the tares of the field.|—rére] see on 2".—aqeis] as in 264 
2272,eis tHv oixiay| cf. 131. Mt.’s references to place in this 
chapter are very vague; vv.2® were spoken in the boat. poo- 
coves, v.!°, may or may not suggest a change of scene, but in the 
former case nothing is said of the disembarkation nor of the scene 
of the following section, 1°%5, The reference here to rots 6xAovs 
suggests that the whole of 25 was spoken in the boat. If so, Christ 
now disembarks and returns to the house. Since the reference to 
the boat and the house are borrowed from Mk., it seems probable 
that rote ddets—oikiay is an editorial insertion to introduce the 
explanation of the Tares.—zpoo7AGov] see on 43.—duacadysor]. 
The verb occurs again in 181, a probable Logian passage. It is 
found in Dt 15, Dn 26 LXX, 1 Mac 128, and several times in 2 Mac. 
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87. And He answered and said, He who sows the good seed ish 
the Son of Man.| 

38. And the field is the world ; and the good seed, these are the L 
sons of the kingdom; and the tares are the sons of the evil one.|— 
oi viol THs Bacweias] ze. those who are qualified to enter into it ; 
cf. “Son of the coming world,” Zaanith 22°, and other phrases 
quoted by Dalm. Words, p. 115. The phrase is used with rather 
a different application in 8!% There it means ‘those who were 
chosen to enter the kingdom, but have failed to justify the choice.” 

89. And the enemy who sowed them is the devil ; and the harvest L 
is the consummation of the age; and the reapers are angels.|— 
avuvtéAea. aidvos| The phrase occurs in vv.*% #9 243 and 287°. In 
the two latter it seems to have been inserted by the editor into 
his source. If this section is Logian, the phrase in 24% and 2870 
will be due to the influence of Logian language on the editor. If 
this section is wholly editorial the phrase points to the Jewish 
origin of the editor, for it is characteristic of Jewish, especially of 
apocalyptic, literature. It occurs in He 9% Cf. ovvrédea tov 
aiwvwv, Zest. Levi 10; ‘consummation of the age,” Apoc. Bar 83° ; 
“consummation of the world,” 5471; Dn 12 ovvréAcav 7pepar ; 
“consummation of the times,” Afoc. Bar 13° 27); “of time,” 208; 
“the day when the great consummation of the great world will be 
consummated,” Exoch 161; ‘the end of this time,” 2 Es 7118; “the 
consummation of the end of the days,” Ass. Mos 118. Cf. Dalm. 
Words, p. 155; Volz, Jud. Eschat. p. 166.—ayyedor] cf. 2471, 

40. As therefore the tares are gathered and burned with fire; GL 
so shall it be at the consummation of the age. | 

41. The Son of Man shall send forth Hts angels, and they shallh 
gather together out of His kingdom all stumbling-blocks, and they 
who do lawlessness.|—damoaredet| cf. 24°.—éx ts Baoirclas airod| 
This must not be interpreted in such a way as to suggest that the 
kingdom is conceived of as a present condition of things within 
which tares and wheat grow together. When the Son of Man has 
come, then the kingdom also will have come. Hence at that 
future date the tares can be said to be gathered out of His 
kingdom. 

42. And shall cast them into the furnace of fire: there shall be the L 
wailing and the gnashing of teeth. |—xapuvov Tod rvpos| only again in 
v.09 a Logian passage; cf. “furnace of Gehenna,” 2 Es 7°®, and 
see Volz, Jiid. Eschat. p. 285.—éket éorat, x.7.A.] See on 812, 

43. Then the righteous shall shine as the sun tn the kingdom 
of their Father. Who hath ears to hear, let him hear.) 

rote] see on 27,—of Sikaor ekAduyovow|] Cf. Dn 12° Th. 
Kal of cunevtes Aapovow—xal ard Tov Sixaiwv.—das 6 HALos] cf. 
references on 172, and add Ecclus 507 ws jAvos éxAdurwv ; Ep. Jer 
66.—6 éywv, x.7.A.] A similar refrain occurs in 11° 13% 
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The parable deals with the period prior to the future establish- 
ment of the kingdom, during which Christ and His disciples preach 
its ‘secrets ” and announce its coming. See Introduction, p. Ixx. 

85. Add’Healov, &* curss. and MSS. known to Eus. and Jer. Omit 
> BCDS!S*% The word is certainly not genuine.—karaBodj7js kbcpov] SN? 

Br 22komit késuov. S! S? have “from of old” 5Q4-O —o) assimilat- 

ing to the Syriac and to the Hebrew of the Psalm, which has o7p "39, It 
seems probable that Mt. wrote xaraBodjjs, that S! and S?assimilated to the 
Hebrew, and that the mass of authorities have added xécov to assimilate to 
the general usage of the N.T. 

36. diacdpnoov] N* B; gpdoov, N°C Dal. S'S? «2 probably 
implies dcacdgycov. 

44-50. Three Parables from the Logia. 
L 44. The kingdom of the heavens ts like treasure hidden in the field; 

which a man found and hid, and from joy goes and sells all that 
he hath, and buys that field.| This and the following parable deal 
rather with the nature of the doctrine of “the kingdom” than with 
the method of its propagation, as in the previous parables. The 
good news of the kingdom is of such value that men will give up 
everything else to accept it. 

L 45,46. Again, the kingdom of the heavens ts like a merchant, 
seeking goodly pearls. And having found one precious pearl, he 
went and sold all that he hath, and bought tt. 

dpoia eoti] see on v.*4,—davOpurw éurdpw] cf. avOporw Barre, 
1823 222; cf. avOpdrw oixoderrdrn, 13°? 21°, 

L 47%. Again, the kingdom of the heavens ts like a net, cast into 
the sea, and gathering of every kind. | 

L 48. Which, when it was filled, they drew to the shore, and sat 
down, and gathered the good into vessels, but the bad they cast away. | 
—dyyn|] sos BC M*. ayyeta, D EF al. dyyetov occurs again in 254. 
S! S? have “the good as good” for 7a xada eis dyyn ; see Burkitt. 

L 49, 50. So shall it be at the consummation of the age: the 
angels shall go forth, and shall separate the evil from the midst of 
the righteous, and shall cast them into the furnace of fire. there 
shall be the wailing and the gnashing of teeth. | 

ovvteAcia] see on v.?°.—xaduvoy] see on v.42,—é€xel éorat, K.7.A. | 
see on 812, 

L 61, 52. Have ye understood all these things? They say to Him, 
Yea. And He said to them, Therefore every scribe who has 
become a disciple of the kingdom of the heavens is like a householder, 
who brings out of his treasure new things and old things.|—7as 
ypappareds| Christ’s disciples were to be disciples and teachers 
of His doctrine, just as were the Jewish scribes of the Law and 
of the traditions; cf. 23° where He describes His disciples as 
“prophets and wise men and scribes.”—paOyrev6eis] only here 
passive, no doubt corresponds to sobn, a scholar or disciple. 
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—avOpirw oixodeoréTy] see on v.45. The thought seems to be of 
a house steward, who brings from his household stores, new and 
old things, food, raiment, etc., as and when they are needed for 
household use. Just so Christ’s disciples who had learned from 
Him the secrets of the kingdom, z.e. the truths about its near 
approach, the qualities which befitted those who should enter into 
it, and the separation between bad and good which would be 
made at its coming, were to be teachers of others. In this respect 
they would be as stewards, bringing out of the stores of their 
newly acquired knowledge, truths new and old, as was necessary 
to the requirements of those who wished to learn from them. 

(9) Various incidents, 13°%-15%°, borrowed from Mk. 
53. And tt came to pass, when Jesus finished these parables. E 

For this formula, see Introduction, p. Ixiv. 
54. The editor left Mk at 4%. Having already inserted 4°5- 

543, he comes to 6!-® which he now borrows. 
He departed thence, and came into His native town, and was WV. 

teaching in their synagogue, so that they were astonished, and said, 
Whence hath this man this wisdom, and these miracles?| Mk. has: 
* And He went forth thence, and cometh into His native town ; 
and His disciples follow Him. And when the Sabbath came, He 
began to teach in the synagogue. And the multitude (ot zodXot) 
hearing were astonished, saying, Whence hath this man these 
things? And what is this wisdom which is given to Him, and 
the miracles such as happen through His hands? 

petnpev exeibev] pernpey occurs again in 19! for Mk.’s épxera, 
here for Mk.’s e€mAOev.  éxetHev in Mk. refers to the house of Jairus ; 
here, to the house of Mt 13°6.—eis ri warpida airot| in Mk. 
apparently means Nazara, cf. Mk 1°, and so, no doubt, in Mt, cf. 
223,_é\@av] Mt. as usual avoids Mk.’s hist. pres. epyxerai, and 
omits kat dxoAovOotow of pabyral airod as unnecessary, since the 
disciples are not mentioned in the incident that follows, and kai 
yevopévov caBBdrov as unnecessary, since no further reference is 
made to the Sabbath.—édédacxev] Mt. avoids Mk.’s jpgaro, as 
often.—zd6ev rovtw 4 copia airy] Mt., as often, dovetails together 
two clauses of Mk., see Introduction, p. xxiv; but in this case 
compensates by repeating the phrase in the next verse but one ina 
slightly different form, 70Gev otv tovtTw Tatra ravta.—xai ai duvapers] 
Mt. omits Mk.’s rovatras dia T&v xeLpOv aitod yevouevat as Otiose. 

55. Js not this the Son of the carpenter? Ts not His motherM 
called Mary? and His brethren, James, and Joseph, and Simon, and 
Judas ?| Mk. has: “Is not this the Carpenter, the Son of Mary, 
and brother of James, and Joses, and Judas, and Simon?” Mt. 
has substituted “the Son of the carpenter” for “ the Carpenter,” 
from a feeling that the latter was hardly a phrase of due reverence. 
Mk.’s striking phrase’ “the Carpenter” is occasionally echoed in 
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later writers; cf. Celsus ap. Origen, vi. 34: jv réxtwy THY TExVHV. 
Origen, vi. 36, denies that Jesus was called téxrwy anywhere in the 
Gospels ; Just. Z7yph. 88: ta textoviKa epya npyaleto év avOpwrrois 
ov, apotpa kat Lvya; Acts of Judas Thomas, ed. Wright, p. 159: 
“I know how to make ploughs and yokes.” This substitution 
explains why he has felt it necessary to change Mk.’s 6 vtos ris 
Mapias. He might, of course, have simply substituted cai Mapias ; 
but it is questionable whether, whilst feeling no objection to ‘‘ Son 
of Joseph” or “Son of the carpenter,” he would not have shrunk 
from “Son of Joseph (or the carpenter) and of Mary.” To the 
editor, Jesus was legally the Son of Joseph and physically the Son 
of Mary. He would probably avoid a phrase which seemed to 
describe Him as Son of Joseph in the same sense that He was Son 
of Mary. He therefore substitutes for 6 vids 77s Mapuds a para- 
phrase, ody 4 pajrnp abtod A€yerac Mapidw; and this carries with it 
the change of xal ddeAdos “IaxwPov, k.7.A., into Kai of ddeApot adrod 
*Taxwos, x.7.A. 

Since parentage in Palestine was always reckoned (and expressed) 
from the father, it may be argued with much probability that Mk.’s 
6 vios Ts Mapias implies either the death of Joseph, or, more 
naturally, an allusion to the supernatural circumstances of the birth 
of Jesus. The verse is entirely misquoted when it is used as an 
argument that S. Mark himself believed Jesus to be the natural 
Son of Joseph and Mary. He may have so believed, but no proof 
of such belief can be found in this passage. 

‘Iwonh| Mt. substitutes the old Hebrew name for Mk.’s ‘Iwojs. 
The latter represents the Galilean "DY; cf. Dalm. Gram.? 175. 

M 56. And His sisters, are they not all with us? Whence, there- 
fore, hath this man all these things?} Mk. has: ‘ And are not His 
sisters here with us?”—7d6ev obv tovTw Tatra ravta| the words are 
an expansion of the clause omitted from Mk% See note on v.*4. 
—zpos yas] for Mk.’s de mpos as, see Introduction, p. xxiv. 
For elvar zpds, see Abbott, Johannine Grammar, 2363%. 2364.— 
zpos] implies the familiarity of daily intercourse. 

M 57. And they were made to stumble in Him. But Jesus satd 
to them, A prophet ts not without honour, save in his native town, 
and in his house.| Mk. has: “ And they were made to stumble 
in Him. And Jesus said to them that a prophet is not without 
honour, save in his native town, and amongst his kindred, and in 
his house.” For oxavdadtlec Oar, see on 5?°.—6 dé] as often for Mk.’s 
kai, see Introduction, p. xx.—etzev] as often for Mk.’s €Aeyev. Mt. 
often omits Mk.’s ére; cf. Introduction, p. xx.—ov« éorw mpodpyrys, 
«.7.A.] cf. the similar sayings, Lk 4%4, Jn 444; and Sayings of Jesus, 
No. 6: obd« éorw Sexros tpodyryns év TH watpiou adrov. Mt. omits 
Kal évy tois ovyyevedow avrod, as implied in the next clause; see 
Introduction, p. xxiv. 
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58. And He did not do there many miracles because of their™M 
unbeltef.| Mk. has: “And He could not do there any miracle, 
save that He laid His hands on a few sick folk, and healed them. 
And He marvelled because of their unbelief.” For the omission 
of édvvaro and of éGavpacerv, see Introduction, p. xxxi. 

55. réxrovos] S?ab ff?gth add “of Joseph”; S! has ‘‘ of Joseph” only. 
The true reading in Mk. seems to be 6 réxtwy 6 vids ris Maplas; soN BDA. 
Mt. has changed from the motives above explained. The variants in Mk. are 
due to assimilation to Mt. Mt. has no objection to the phrase ‘‘Son of 
Joseph,” but might not unnaturally wish to avoid “ the carpenter.” 

The editor now comes to Mk 613, This he has already 
inserted (9%#-). So he passes to Mk 61429, From this point in 
his Gospel the grouping of material taken from Mk. and elsewhere 
under subject-heads ceases to be observable. Henceforth he 
follows Mk.’s order, expanding it and adding to it other material. 

XIV. 1. At that time Herod the tetrarch heard the report concern- M 
ing Jesus.} Mk. has: ‘And the king, Herod, heard; for His name 
became notorious.” In Mk. the reference in davepov yap éyévero 
TO Gvoza avrov seems to be to the mission of the Twelve which Mk. 
has just recorded: “‘ They went out and preached, and cast out 
many demons,” etc. ‘And Herod heard ; for His name became 
notorious.” Mt., by altering the order, has separated this incident 
ot Herod from the charge to the Twelve, and, moreover, had 
omitted altogether the express statement that they went forth on 
their mission. He therefore introduces the section with a loose 
formula, év éxetvw 7 xaipO; cf. 112° 121, For BaowAev’s he sub- 
stitutes the more precisely accurate retpadpyys, which Lk. also has, 
and omits the surmises of the people. For axon, cf. 474, 

2. And he said to his servants, This ts John the Baptist ; he isM 
risen from the dead; and therefore the powers are active in him.] 
Mk. has: “And he said (eAeyer, 8 AC LS!) that John the Baptizer 
has risen from the dead, and therefore the powers are active in 
him. But others were saying that it is Elijah. And others were 
saying that he is a prophet as one of the prophets. But Herod 
heard, and said, John whom I beheaded, he is risen.” Mt. seems 
to have had éAeyer in Mk !*.—Barrioris] for Barrilwr, cf. the same 
change in 3. Mt. abbreviates Mk.’s double statement of Herod’s 
opinion and the surmises of other people.—ai duvdes]| elsewhere 
in this Gospel means “ miraculous actions.” Here, as in Mk. }, it 
seems to denote the supernatural powers who operated through 
the risen Baptist. 

8. Hor Herod seized John, and bound him, and threw him into™ 
prison on account of Herodias, the wife of Philip his brother.| Mk. 
has: “For he, Herod, had sent and seized John, and bound 
him in prison on account of Herodias, the wife of Philip his 
brother. Because he had married her.”—édyoev] The aorists 
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throughout the section are borrowed from Mk. They are 
practically equivalent to the English pluperfect.—ev gvAaxy] te. 
Macheerus, Josephus, Az?. xviii. 119.—®Atrrov] not the tetrarch, 
but a son of Herod the Great and Mariamne. Josephus, Azz. 
XVill, 136, calls him ‘* Herod.” 

M 4. For John said to him, It is not lawful for thee to have her.| 
—aité] Mk. has: 7d “Hpwdy. Mt. as often omits Mk.’s or. 
—airyv] Mk. has: tiv yvvaixa rod adeXpod cov. For Mt.’s 
avoidance of Mk.’s iteration of a phrase, see on 4!8, and Introduc- 
tion, p. xxiv. 

M 5. And wishing to kill him, he feared the multitude, because they 
held him as a prophet.| Mk. has a different account: “ And 
Herodias set herself against him, and wished to kill him, and could 
not. For Herod was fearing John, knowing him to be a man just 
and holy. And he was keeping him in prison ; and having heard 
him, he was much perplexed, and was hearing him gladly.” Mt., 
in summarising Mk., seems to be influenced by another form of 
the story. 

M 6. And on the birthday of Herod, the daughter of Herodias 
danced in the midst, and pleased Herod.| Mt. summarises Mk 
vv.2t and *2,—yevecious d& yevouevors] For the dative, cf. Blass, 
p. 120, n. 3. The dative seems to be due to a fusion of Mk.’s rots 
yeveoiors with his preceding yevoyevys fepas. yevéora is used in 
the later Greek as equivalent to yeve@Aca, a birthday ; cf. Faydm 
Towns, 114%, 1158, 119°, 

M 7%. Whence with an oath he promised to give to her whatever 
she should ask.| Mt. summarises Mk 224 For 6 éav, see 
on 117°.—airyonrar] Mk. has airyons and airyooy, but yrjcato 
in v.25, For the middle as the stronger word, see Moulton, 
p. 160. For the juxtaposition of both voices, see Mk 10% 38, 

M 8. And she, being put forward by her mother, Give me, she says, 
here upon a dish the head of John the Baptist.| Mt.summarises Mk 
24-25, In abbreviating, he shortens the narrative so far as to make 
it almost unintelligible. The reader must suppose that Herodias 
and Herod were living together, which Mk. has stated in v.17 or 
airyv e€ydunoev, from the fact that the daughter of Herodias 
danced before Herod. He has also to infer that this took 
place at a public festivity from tots cvvavaxepevovs of the next 
verse. 

M 9. And being grieved, the king, because of his oaths, and because 
of those who sat with him, commanded (it) to be given.) Mk.’s 
Bacivevs creeps in here, in spite of rerpadpyys in v.. The 
ovvavakeevous is a hint that Mt. has omitted much that precedes 
in Mk. The editor summarises Mk vy.?6 27, 

M 10. And he sent, and beheaded John in the prison.] 
M ll. And his head was brought upon a dish, and given to the girl; 
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and she brought it to her mother.| For the passives, see on 4}, and 
Introduction, p. xxiii. 

12. And his disciples came, and took up the corpse, and buried him.| M 
Mk. has: “And His disciples heard it, and came (7A@av) and 
took up his corpse and placed it ina sepulchre.” For zpocépxeo Oar 
as characteristic of Mt., see on 4%. 

And came and brought word to Jesus. Mk. has: “And the M 
Apostles gather together to Jesus, and brought Him word, all 
things that they had done, and that they had taught. And He 
saith to them, Come ye yourselves privately into a desert place, 
and rest a little: for those who were coming and going were many, 
and they had no opportunity to eat.” In Mk. the execution of 
John is introduced parenthetically. The disciples go forth on 
their mission, 62%. (As a result) Herod hears of the fame of 
Christ. He expresses his belief that John has risen. This gives 
occasion to the Evangelist to introduce the story of John’s execu- 
tion. In Mt. the sequence of events is distorted. He has omitted 
the statement of the Apostolic Mission, and is obliged to introduce 
Herod’s belief that Jesus was the risen John, with a vague reference 
of time: “At that time.” But since he must have been aware 
that the story of John’s execution is introduced parenthetically to 
explain the superstition of Herod, it is very surprising to find him 
treating it as though it were recorded here in its proper chrono- 
logical sequence: “His disciples came—and buried him, and 
came and told Jesus. And Jesus having heard, departed.” That 
is to say, the Evangelist treats John’s execution as though it 
happened historically before the events of Mk 6%°-#4, and actually 
alters Mk vv.°-31 to suit this artificial sequence. The reason for 
this goes back to ch. 10. The editor has there constructed a 
charge to the disciples which is quite unsuitable for the temporary 
Galilean missionary expedition described by Mk. He therefore 
omits the short description of this mission given by Mk. (6!*- }*). 
When, therefore, he comes to the statement of Mk. that the 
Apostles returned to Christ and brought news of their doings on 
this mission, the editor is compelled to omit this also. He there- 
fore summarises Mk %9-81 into the sentence: ‘‘And coming, they 
reported to Jesus”; but has done so in words which it is impossible 
to avoid connecting with the preceding: ‘‘ And his disciples came 
—and buried him.” That he intended this is shown by his insertion 
Ghe% And Jesus having heard,” and by his change of Mk.’s aarjAGov 
into dvexépyoev. In Mk. the subject of djAGov is Christ and the 
returned Apostles. But in Mt. the comers are John’s disciples. 
Since they would improbably have accompanied Christ, the editor 
is obliged to alter the verb into the singular. This treatment of 
Mk.’s narrative is not more artificial than the editor’s rearrange- 
ment of Mk. in 81984, but is less justifiable, because even though 
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Mk vv.*-81 had to be omitted in pursuance of previous changes, 
it was not necessary to supply another motive for Christ’s retire- 
ment into the desert. 

M 18. And Jesus heard it, and withdrew thence in a boat to a 
desert place privately ; and the multitudes heard it, and followed 
Him on foot from the cities.—davexopnoe éxeidev] both favourite 
words of Mt.; see on 2!2 and 424.. The last place mentioned was 
Nazareth, 13°4—xal dxovoavres, x.7.A.] Mk. has: “And many 
saw them going, and recognised (them), and ran together there on 
foot from all the cities, and went before them.” Mt. summarises. 

M 14. And going forth, He sawa great multitude, and had com- 
passion on them, and healed their sick.| Mk. has: “And going 
forth, He saw a great multitude, and had compassion on them, 
because they were as sheep not having a shepherd: and He began 
to teach them much.”—eéeAdwv] in Mk. almost certainly means 
“having disembarked.” That is to say, the multitude reached 
the landing-place before the boat. This is probably the meaning 
also in Mt. For omdAayxvilerOa, see on 9° Mt. has already 
inserted the analogy of the sheep in 9°°—éOepdrevoev] Mt. 
substitutes healing for teaching in 19? and 21!44= Mk ro! 1127. 18, 

M 15. And when it was evening, the disciples came to Him, saying, 
The place is desolate, and the hour ts already a late one; send away 
the multitudes, that they may go away into the villages, and buy 
food for themselves.| Mk. has: “ And already, it being a late hour 
(kat 75n Spas wodANs yevouevys), His disciples came to Him, and 
were saying that, The place is desolate, and already it is a late 
hour (kat 73n épa roAdy). Send them away, that they may go 
away into the neighbouring hamlets and villages, and buy some- 
thing for themselves to eat.” —dyias 8 yevopévys| Mt. avoids Mk.’s 
iterated dpa +oAAy.—poo7ndOav] on the aor. in a, see Blass, p. 45. 
—éyovres] Mt. as usual omits Mk.’s 6ru.—apprbev] For 
mapepxer Oar of time, cf. 1 P 43. The meaning here seems to be, 
“the hour (for the customary meal) is already passed.”—rods 
dxAovs] The editor, who in v.!* copied Mk.’s 6xAov, slips back 
here into his customary plural. For the omission of Mk.’s aypovs, 
see on 8°, 

M 16. And Jesus said to them, They need not go away, give ye to 
them to eat. | 

M 17%. And they say to Him, We have not here save five loaves, and 
two fishes. | 

M 18. And He said, Bring them hither to Me.| Mk. has: ‘‘ And 
He answered and said to them, Give ye to them toeat. And they 
say to Him, Are we to go away and buy two hundred pennyworth 
of bread, and give them to eat? And He saith to them, How 
many loaves have ye? go, see. And having ascertained, they say, 
Five, and two fishes.” Mt. summarises.—ovx éxouev] The editor 
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avoids the half-sarcastic question of the disciples.—of 5é] for Mk.’s 
kai, as Often. Mt. also avoids the question in the mouth of the 
Lord ; see on 879 16910 7711.14.17 7§1 197 2618 and Introduction, 
Pp. XXxil. 

19. And He commanded the multitudes to sit down upon theM 
grass.| Mt. summarises Mk °°, 

And took the five loaves, and the two fishes, and looked up into 
heaven, and blessed, and brake, and gave to the disciples the loaves, 
and the disciples to the multitudes.| The editor slightly alters Mk. 
—édwxey] For Mk.’s é6i8ov, see Introduction, p. xx.—émi rod ydprov | 
see Introduction, p. xxviii. 

20. And they all ate, and were filled ; and they took up the remain- M 
der of the fragments twelve baskets full.| For xoprafew, see on 5°, 

TO mepiooevoy Tov KAagpaTwv OwdeKa Kopivous zAypes| for Mk.’s 
harsher kAdopata dddexa xopivwy wAnpdpata. Mk. adds xat awd 
Tov ixOiwv. 

21. And they who ate were about five thousand men, besides M 
women and children.|—ot 8€] as often for Mk.’s cat. The editor 
adds ywpis yuvaxay Kal ratdiwy ; cf. the similar insertion in 15%8, 

12-21. There are a few verbal agreements between Mt. and 
Lk. as against Mk.; eg.: Mt  dveydpyoev= Lk ! ireydpynoer ; 
Mt 38 of 6yAou AKoAoVOnoay aita= Lk ! of Se 6xAot—7KorovOnoay 
av7d; Mt !4 Ceparevoeyv= Lk ! Gepareias iatro; Mt © rots 6xAous 
= Lk!2 rév 6xAov ; Mt 17, Lk }8 of dé for Mk.’s cai; Mt !” od« exopev 
= Lk 18 otk eiciv juiv; Mt © Bpwpara=Lk 8 Bpdpara; Mt 2! 7d 
meprocevov = Lk 17 76 repicoetoay. Both omit Mk v.84. And both 
avoid the questions in Mk 87-88, It is not, however, probable that 
they had a second source besides Mk. See Introduction, p. xxxix. 

22. And straightway He compelled the disciples to embark intoM 
a boat, and to go before Him to the other side, until’ He had sent away 
the multitudes.| Mk. has 76 mAotov, and after répav adds zpos 
ByOcadav, and then has éws airds dove tov dxAov. The occur- 
rence of Bethsaida gives rise to difficulties, because if the miracle 
took place on the north-eastern shore of the lake, Bethsaida (see 
on 112!) lay close at hand, and would hardly be called on the other 
side. Moreover, as a matter of fact, nothing is said of an arrival 
at Bethsaida, but of a disembarkation at Gennesareth, Mk °°. Of 
course, Mk. may have meant that they proposed to cross obliquely 
the north-east corner of the lake towards Bethsaida. They may 
have arrived at this place and embarked again, or may have 
been driven away from Bethsaida to the western side of the lake. 
In either case the mention of Bethsaida in Mk *# seemed to Mt. 
unnecessary, as finding no further mention in the narrative.—rovs 
6xXovs] as usual for Mk.’s tov 6xAov. 

23. And having sent away the multitudes, He went up into theM > 
mountain privately to pray.|—émodVvcas tos d6xdovs] Mk. has the 

1 ws ob for Mk.’s ws. See on 26%. 

II 
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ambiguous aoragdevos avrois, arndOev for aveBy, and omits xa 
idtav. 

M 23, 24. And when it was evening He was there alone, and the 
boat was already in the midst of the lake.| Mk. has: ‘‘ And when it 
was evening the boat was in the midst of the lake, and He Himself 
was alone upon the land.” 

Tossed by the waves, for the wind was contrary.| Mk. has: 
“And seeing them tossed in their rowing; for the wind was 
contrary to them.”—éyias 8€] for Mk.’s xat dias, see Introduction, 
p. xx.—facavifew] has occurred in 8° of a patient suffering from 
paralysis, in 829= Mk 57 of the demons. Here Mk. uses it of the 
rowers exhausted by their efforts. Mt. transfers it to the boat 
buffeted by the waves.—pécov tis Oaddoons jv] SoNCEF al 
latt. D has 7 els pécov ris Oaddocons. B 13 124 238 346 S! S? 
have oradiovs rodXovs a6 THs yns ameixe. 

M 25. And at the fourth watch of the night He came to them, 
walking over the sea.| Mk. has: “ About the fourth watch of the 
night He cometh to them, walking on the sea (r7s Oadacons), and 
wished to pass by them.” 7A6ev for Mk.’s historic present épyxerat, 

ft as often. For the omission of Mk.’s last clause, see Introduction, 
p. ao Mt. has ézi tiv Oadaccav for Mk.’s éxi r7s Oadrdoons. 
Cf. 13° em TOV aiyraoy for Mk.’s ert trys ys; 15° dvarecety éri 
thv ynv for Mk.’s éxi ths ys; and Introduction, p. xxix. 

Mu 26. And the disciples seeing Him walking on the sea, were 
troubled, saying that it is a phantasm, and they cried out from 
fear.| Mk. has: “And seeing Him walking on the sea, they 
thought that it is a phantasm; and they cried out (avéxpagay). 
For all saw Him and were troubled. ” Mt. slips here into Mk.’s 
genitive, érl r7s Oadkadoons. See Gould on Mk 6%. 

M 2%. And straightway Jesus spake to them, saying, Be of good 
cheer ; it is I; be not afraid.| Mk. has: Nec per avtav Kal 
Aéyer adrots. Mt. alters, as often, into éAdAnoev—déywv. CF. 
on 8°. 

28-31. The editor here inserts four verses from tradition : 
P And Peter answered Him and said, Lord, if it be Thou, bid me 

come to Thee over the waters. And He said, Come. And Peter 
descended from the boat, and walked over the waters to come to Jesus. 
And seeing the wind to be strong, he feared; and, beginning to be 
immersed, he cried, saying, Lord, save me. And immediately Jesus 
stretched out His hand, and took hold of him, and saith to him, O 
thou of little faith, Why didst thou doubt pee avenov] B? CD 
al S! S? latt add icyvpdy; omit 8 B. —kararovriler Gar] occurs 
again in 18°—éordfew] occurs again in 28!7,—édArydmore] See 
on 6°°, Here the object of riots seems to be not so much the 
providence of God as the power of Christ and His good will. 

M 32. And when they had gone up into the boat, the wind ceased.| 
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Mk. has: ‘*And He went up to them into the boat. And the 
wind ceased.” 

83. And they in the boat worshipped Him, saying, Truly, Thou MW 
art God’s Son.| Mk. has: “ And they marvelled exceedingly in 
themselves. For they understood not about the loaves ; but their 
heart was hardened.” For the omission of this statement, see 
Introduction, p. xxxiii. 2 

For rpockvveiy as characteristic of Mt., see on 22. (V 
84. And having crossed over, they came to the land into Genne- MW 

saret.| Mk. has: ‘‘ And having crossed over to the land, they came 
into Gennesaret; and came to moorings.”—Ievvycapér] called in 
1 Mac 11°, in Josephus, and in the Talmud Gennesar. For a 
description of the plain, see G. Adam Smith’s His¢. Geog. 443, n. 1. 

35. And the men of that place recognised Him, and sent into all M 
the surrounding district, and brought to Him all who were in evil 
plight.| Mk. has: “ And when they had gone forth from the boat, 
straightway recognising Him, they ran about all that country and 
began to bring (zepipéperv) on beds those who were in evil plight, 
where they were hearing that He is. And wheresoever He 
entered into villages, or into cities, or into hamlets, they placed 
the infirm in the market-places.” Mt. summarises, and gives the 
impression that he understood Gennesaret to be not, as in Mk., 
a district, but a town. For Mk.’s dypovs, see on 8°°. For Mt.’s 
mavras, Cf, 424 816 1215, 

86. And were beseeching Him that they might only touch theM 
tassel of His garment; and as many as touched were completely 
cured.|—tva povov] Mk. has iva xév. For a similar change, see 
g#1, For xpaozédov, see on 97°.—dreodOyoav|] Mk. has écwLovro. 
Mt.’s is a stronger word, “were (not ‘were being’) thoroughly, 
completely cured.” 

XV. 1. Then there come to Jesus from Jerusalem Pharisees and M 
scribes, saying.| Mk. has: “And there gather together to Him 
the Pharisees, and certain of the scribes, who had come from 
Jerusalem.”—ré7e] see on 27.—zpocépyxovrat] see on 4°. 

2. The editor here omits Mk.’s long archzological note, vv.?+, 
Why do Thy disciples transgress the tradition of the elders? For ™ 

they wash not their hands when they are eating bread.| Mk. has: 
“Why do Thy disciples not walk according to the tradition of the 
elders, but eat bread with common hands.”—-zapaBaivovoer] for 
Mk.’s more technical od wepurarotow Katd.—ov yap virrovrat, 
x.7.A.] Mk. has: a@AAd xowats xepoiv éoOiovew tov dprov. Mt. 
avoids Mk.’s technical xowats yepoiv. 

8. And He answered and said to them.) Mk. has simply: M 
‘And He said to them.” In what follows Mt. has altered the 
sequence of the verses in Mk. in such a way that he makes a 
double antithesis: “Why do Thy disciples transgress?” v.?; 
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“Why do ye transgress?” v.8; ‘God said,” v.*; ‘“ But you 
say,” v.°; and makes the speech work up towards the rhetorical 
climax: “ Ye hypocrites,” ete. 

Why do ye also transgress the commandment of God because of your 
tradition ?| Mk. has: “Well do you annul the commandment of 
God that you may keep your tradition.” Mt. turns the ironical 
statement into a question to form an antithesis with v.?, assimi- 
lating aOeretre to tapaaivere to make the antithesis more pointed. 

M 4. For God said, Honour the father and the mother; and, He 
who curseth father or mother, let him surely die.| Mk. has: “ For 
Moses said, Honour thy father and thy mother; and, he who 
curseth father or mother, let him surely die.”—6«ds] substituted 
for Mwvoys to heighten the antithesis.—ria tov matépa Kai tiv 
pytépa| Mk. has cov twice. So LXX in Dt 5!6& In Ex 20!%, 
only after rarépa.—6 xaxodoydv, «.7.A.| from Ex 2117 LXX has 
abrov twice and reAeuryjoe Oavarw, but A F Luc Oavdérw redevtarw. 
For 7 the Heb. has “and.” 

M 5. But you say, Whosoever shall say to the father or the mother, A 
gift (is) anything wherewith thou mightest be profited by me, shall not 
honour his father.| Mk. has: “ But you say, If a man say to father 
or mother, Korban (that is, A Gift!) is anything wherewith thou 
mightest be profited by me—you no longer allow him to do ought 
for father or mother.” Mt. avoids Mk.’s technical term Kop#av, and 
endeavours to emend Mk.’s harsh construction. The custom which 
the Lord was reproving was this, that the scribes allowed a man by 
a formula to dedicate all his property to the Temple, and so escape 
the duty of supporting his parents. A legal formula thus became 
more sacred than the divine command expressed in Scripture. 
In Mt. this is described thus: ‘‘ Moses said, Honour thy father, 
etc. But you say, A man need not honour.” In Mk., however, 
the construction is very harsh. To complete the sentence we must 
supply after aPeA7yO7s some such words as “he is absolved from 
honouring his parents.” But we should expect “and” before 
ovxért. The fact is that the sentence consists of two unassimilated 
constructions: (1) You say, If a man says, etc. (he need not 
honour). (2) You no longer allow a man to do ought for his 
father or mother if he says, etc. Mt. has endeavoured to correct 
this harshness by converting ovxért adiere avrov, x.7.X. into the 
required clause giving the contents of Aéyere. ‘‘ You say, If a man 
say, etc., he shall not honour.” Clearly, however, this is not 
original. ‘‘ He shall not honour” is the result attributed by Christ 
to the scribal teaching, not the literal expression of that teaching. 
It is only explicable as a literary attempt to ease Mk.’s harsh 
Greek. On ov py, see Moulton, p. 190. 

1Cf. Josephus, Against Apion, 1: Tov Kadovmevov Spxov KopBav — — Snhoi 
&é — S&pov Geod. 
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6. And you made void the word of God because of your tradition.| M 
Mk. has: ‘Making void the word of God by your tradition 
which you delivered; and many such similar things you do.” 
For Mt.’s omission of the redundant 7 wapeddxare, see on 8°, 
For dxvpotv, which occurs here and in Gal 31’, the lexx. cite 
Dion. H. 2. 72. Add Ditt. Sy//. 329. 30.} 

7. Ye hypocrites, well did Isatah prophesy concerning you, M 
saying.| Mk. has: “And He said to them, Well did Isaiah 
prophesy concerning you hypocrites, as it stands written that.” 

8. This people honours Me with their lips, but their heart is far Ml 
jrom Me.| 

9. And in vain do they worship Me, teaching as doctrines M 
ordinances of men.| The quotation is given in the words of Mk. 
(except 6 Aads otros) = LXX (for ofros 6 Aaocs), which differ only 
slightly from the LXX of Is 291%. The LXX has: év rots xeiAeow 
aitav Tinoow pe, and évrdApata avOpwrwv Kai didacKaXias. 

2. riv wapddocw] S! S? have ‘‘the commandments,” assimilating to v.* 
Thy évToAny Tov Geod. 

5. marépa avrod] add 4 rhv unrépa atrod, CEa/. om. SBD S'!S?, 
6. rdv Abyov] N°2BDab ffl? S! S?; rdv vduov, N**tCbC; rv evrodrjp, 

EF al. 
8. The quotation is completed by the addition of the words éyyifer wo at 

the beginning, and of r@ orbpart abrod xal after obros by CE al. 

10. And having called the multitude, He satd to them, Hear M 
and understand. |—mpocxadecdpevos] Mk. adds rédw. For Mt.’s 
omission, see Introduction, p. xx.—«trev] for Mk.’s éAeyev, as often. 
—dxovere] Mk. has dxovcare ov mdvres.—rov dxAov] Mt. retains 
Mk.’s sing. here and in vv.®1- 82. 33.35, See Introduction, p. 1xxxvi. 

11. Wot that which goes into the mouth defiles the man, butM 
that which comes out from the mouth, this defiles the man.| Mk. 
has: “There is nothing outside a man entering into him which can 
defile him. But the things which proceed from the man are those 
which defile the man.” The ambiguity of Mk. is clearly original. 
It is this ambiguity which called for explanation. Mt., by sub- 
stituting the explanatory é« rod orduaros for éx Tov avOpwrov, makes 
all that follows tautologous and redundant. 

13,14. The editor here inserts three verses from the Logia: 
Then came the disciples, and said to Him, Dost Thou know that E 

the Pharisees, when they heard the saying, were made to stumble? And 
He answered and said, Every plant, which my heavenly Father did 
not plant, shall be rooted up. Let them alone: they are blind gutdes. 
And if a blind man be leading a blind man, both will fall into a pit. 

rére] see on 27.—mpocedOdvres] see on 4°9.—éoxavdaXicOnoav 

1 Ox. Pap. iii. 491. 3 (A.D. 126), 494. 4 (A.D. 156), 495. 3 (A.D. 181-189). 
In these three cases it means ‘‘to revoke” of a will. It occurs also in 
1 Es 6%, 6 times in 4 Mac, and 6 times in Aquila. 
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see on 52%, It is no wonder if the Pharisees were dismayed. For 
Christ’s saying, that what went into a man did not defile him, 
directly contravened the Mosaic distinction between clean and 
unclean meats. maoa dvreia, cf. 319-12, The Pharisees and scribes 
were barren trees about to be cut down, chaff about to be burned, 
plants about to be uprooted. It is said of the heretic Acher that 
he uprooted plants by his false teaching, B. Chag. 15°.—ddnyol eiow 
tupdot| Lk. has a parallel in the Sermon, 6°9 pyre dvvarae tupdds 
tupAdoyv ddnyetv ; odx! dupdrepor eis BoOvvov éumecoivrat ; 

M 15. And Peter answered and said to Him, Declare to us the 
parable.| Mk. has: “ And when He entered into a house from the 
crowd His disciples were asking Him the parable.” For Mt.’s 
omission of Mk.’s vague and indeterminate reference to a house, 
cf. Mk 2! 30 9%8 1019 with the parallels in Mt go! 1222 152! 1719 108, 
For the prominence given to S. Peter in this Gospel, cf. 10? 14254 
1616%._;Hy mapaBoAnv] That is the saying of v., which Mt. has 
already interpreted by inserting é« 70d ordparos. 

M 16. And He said, Are you even yet without understanding? 
Mk. has: “And He saith to them, Are you also so without 
understanding ?”—6 d€] for Mk.’s xai, as often.—etrev| for Mk.’s 
déyer, as often.—dxyynv| only here in N.T. Mk. has odrws. 

M 17. Do you not understand that everything that goeth into the 
mouth passeth into the belly, and is cast out into the closet.| Mk. 
has: ‘‘ Do you not understand that everything that goeth into the 
man from outside cannot defile him, because it goeth not into the 
heart, but into the belly, and goeth forth into the closet, cleansing 
all meats.” The editor omits the last clause in Mk., which is 
difficult to construe, and of doubtful meaning.—da¢edpuv] is a rare 
word of doubtful meaning. It is generally understood as equivalent 
to drdémraros. But Wellhausen argues that it means the “intestine,” 
on the ground that this suits the context in Mk. “The intestine 
(not the closet) cleanses meats by separating from them the 
unwholesome elements.” But Mt., who substitutes é«@dAAerau for 
éxvropeverac and omits xaGapilwv ravra Ta Bpwpara, probably under- 
stood the word to mean “closet.” 

M 18. But the things which go out from the mouth go forth from 
the heart, and they defile the man.| Mk. has: ‘‘And He was 
saying that that which goes forth from the man, that defiles the 
man.” Mt. again anticipates the explanation. Mk v.? simply 
repeats the ambiguous saying of v.!5», and the explanation follows 
in v.21, But Mt., by substituting é« rod orduaros for é« Tov 
avOpwrov, and by inserting éx rHs kapdias éef€pxeras, anticipates the 
explanation of the next verse. 

M 19. For out of the heart go forth evil thoughts, murders, 
adulteries, fornications, thefts, false witnesses, railings.) Mk. has: 
‘For from within from the heart of men evil (xaxo/) thoughts go out, 
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fornications, thefts, inurders, adulteries, covetousnesses, malicious- 
nesses, craft, wantonness, an evil eye, railing, pride, folly.” Mt. in 
abbreviating Mk.’s list of evils confines it to external actions. 

20. These are the things that defile the man. But to eat with 
unwashen hands does not defile the man.| Mk. has: “All these 
evil things go out from within and defile the man.”? 

Cf. Buddhist and Christian Gospels, p. 93: “ Destroying life, 
killing, cutting, binding, stealing, speaking lies, fraud and 
deceptions, worthless reading, intercourse with another’s wife— 
this is defilement, but not the eating of flesh.” 

D.—XV. 21-XVIII. 85 = Mk 724-9°, 

Further ministry in and on the outskirts of Galilee. A period 
marked by Christ’s teaching about His death and resurrection. 

The phrase éxeiOev 6¢ dvacrds in Mk 7% marks the beginning 
of a new period in that Gospel. Cf. éxei#ev dvaords at the 
beginning of the next development, Mk rol. Christ had hitherto 
worked in or near Capharnaum amongst the multitudes who 
thronged to Him. He now enters upon a period of travel on the 
putskirts of Galilee. It is true that we read of Him at Capharnaum, 
but He no longer publicly taught there, Mk 93 83; and instead of 
preaching to the common people, He now devoted Himself to 
instructing His disciples on the subject of His death and resurrec- 
tion, Mk 8%! 910-12. 31-32, In Mt. the long and: purposeless journeys 
are curtailed, cf. 1529 with Mk 7%, and it might seem as though 
the editor intended to enter upon a new section of his Gospel at 
162! dad tore, x.T.A., cf. 417. But even in 4!’ this phrase does not 
stand at the very beginning of the section which it opens, 412-1520, 
and it is convenient to retain in Mt. as in Mk. the grouping: 
Mt 4!2-1520=Mk 114-723) work in or near Capernaum; Mt 
1520_18% = Mk 74-95, work outside Galilee marked by a new 
phase in Christ’s teaching; Mt 19!-20%!=Mk tro, journey to 
Jerusalem ; Mt 21-28 = Mk 11-168, last days of the Messiah’s life. 

M 

21. And Jesus went out thence and withdrew into the regionsM 
of Tyre and Sidon.) Mk. has: “And having arisen thence, He 
departed into the boundaries of Tyre and Sidon.—éfeAéwv] for 
Mk.’s Semitic dvaords.—davexwpyoev| for Mk.’s arn7AGev. See on 2?2, 
éexetOev in Mk. refers to the house of v.17, In Mt. it has no antecedent. 

Mk. adds here: “ And entering into a house, He wished no 

1 The addition of the last clause in Mt. is significant. In Mk. the section 
vv. 14-28 might seem to be directed against the Mosaic regulations with regard to 
clean and unclean meats. Mt., by omitting Mk 19 end and by inserting the last 
clause, seems to have wished to make it clear that the whole paragraph was directed 
not against the Mosaic law, but against the ceremonial rules of the Pharisees, 
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one to know it, and could not be hid.” For Mt.’s omission of the 
house, see on 15). For the omission of the statement that Christ 
“wished, but could not,” see Introduction, p. xxxi. 

M 22. And behold a Canaanite woman came out from those 
boundaries, and cried, saying, Have mercy on me, Lord, Son of 
David; my daughter ts grievously afflicted with a demon.| Mk. 
has: “But straightway a woman having heard about Him, whose 
daughter had an unclean spirit, came and fell at His feet. And 
the woman was a Greek, a Syrophcenician by race. And she was 
asking Him that He would cast the demon out of her daughter.” 
It can hardly be unintentional that Mt. omits the statement that 
Jesus entered into a house in this heathen territory, and represents 
the woman as coming out of those boundaries to Jesus; cf. 10°. 

23-25 are not in Mk. 
E And He answered not a word. And His disciples came and 

asked Him, saying, Send her away, for she crieth after us. And 
He answered and said, I was not sent save to the lost sheep of the 
house of Israel. And she came and worshipped Him, saying, Lord, 
help me.|\—ipdtwv| épwrdw in the LXX and N.T. has the sense 
to “beg,” “beseech.” So in the Papyri, eg. Fayim Towns, 
exxxli. 1; cf. Ditt. Syd, 328.5, 930. 56.—eis 7a mpdBara, x.7.X.] 
see on 10°,—zpoceAOdvtes] see on 43.—zpooextver] see on 2%. 

M 26. And He answered and said, It ts not good to take the 
children’s bread, and to cast it to the dogs.| Mk. has: “And He 
was saying to her, Let first the children be fed: for,” etc.—xvvdpia] 
house-dogs. Mk. is fond of diminutives, which Mt. sometimes 
retains ; but cf. v.25 @vydrpov, for which Mt. Ovyarnp. 

M 2%. And she said, Yea, Lord: for even the dogs eat from the 
crumbs which fall from the table of their masters.| Mk. has: “ And 
she answered and saith to Him, Yea, Lord; even the dogs under- 
neath the table eat from the crumbs of the children.” —Na/] ‘Yes, 
that is true.”—xal yap] ‘It is neither good to give the children’s 
food to the dogs, nor is it necessary ; for they eat of the crumbs.” 
yxiwv] The word seems to occur here only.—xvpre] occurs here 
only in Mk., in Mt. 19 times, in Lk. 16, in Jn. 38. 

M 28. Then Jesus answered and said to her, O woman, great ts 
thy faith: be it to thee as thou wilt. And her danghter was healed 
from that hour.|—rére| see on 27.—éré ris dpas éxeivys] cf. Mt 
922 818 1718, Mk. has: “And He said to her, For this saying go, 
the demon has gone out of thy daughter. And she went away 
to her house, and found the child lying upon the bed, and the 
demon gone out.” For ziortus=assurance, confidence, trust in 
the healing power of Christ, see 81° 9? 22 °9. See Gould 7 doc. 

21-28, The relation of this section to Mk 774%? is not easy 
to determine. It is possible that the editor here is substituting 
for Mk.’s narrative a second and longer account traditionally 
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known to him. On the other hand, a good many of the features 
of Mt.’s account remind us of characteristics of the editor of this 
Gospel. It is, ¢.g., quite natural that he should omit Mk v.*4”; see 
above. Further, the phraseology of the whole narrative is strongly 
marked by the editor’s characteristic phrases; ¢.g. dvaxwpetv, see 
on 2!2; xai idov, see on 12%; "EXeyodv pe Kupre vié Aaveid, cf. 9? 
éhénoov Has vie Aaveid, 1715 Kupre eA€yodv pov tov vidv, 20% 
Kupue eXénoov has vie Aaveid; mpooépxer Oat, see on 4°; zpookvveiy, 
see on 22; rdre, see ON 27; peyady cov 7 Tiotis yevnOyTw ToL ws 
béreas, cf. 813 ds ériorevoas yernOyTw cot, 9% 7) riotis Gov cécwKEV 
o¢, 9% kata THY TloTw tpav yernOyTw dpiv; Kal idOn H Ovydrnp adrijs 
dd THs Spas éxeivys, cf. 9? Kai éowOn—adro tis dpas éxeivys, 81% 
kat id6y—év th dpa éxeivy, 1718 Kal eOepare’Oy—dro Tis Spas 
éxetvns. It would seem, therefore, that the editor has rewritten 
Mk.’s narrative with a view to explaining how it was that Christ, 
in spite of such sayings as 105 ®, should have extended His com- 
passion to a heathen woman. He did not enter into a house on 
heathen soil. Rather the woman came out to Him. At first He 
paid no attention to her entreaty, conscious that His mission 
concerned only the lost sheep of the house of Israel. When she 
still importuned Him, He told her that the children’s bread, z.e. 
privileges intended for the Jews, should not be cast to dogs, ze. 
to heathen women like herself. She, inspired by her misery, was 
quick to turn the analogy in her own favour. It was quite true, 
yet dogs fed from the crumbs of their master’s table. Therefore 
mercy shown to her might be justified by the metaphor. Thus, 
as in the previous case of condescension to a heathen (8°), faith 
forced the barrier of Christ’s rule of working only amongst His 
own people. The chief obstacle to this view is the insertion of 
vv.23-25, Why does the editor ‘lengthen the dialogue. Partly 
perhaps to heighten the effect. Not at once, and only because 
of the woman’s earnest importunity, did Christ condescend to her. 
And partly, to explain the ambiguity of Mk ” “Let first the 
children be fed.” There is no specific explanation given in Mk. of 
this “children.” The reader is left, as the woman was, to apply it to 
the Jews as contrasted with the heathen(dogs). But Mt. by prefixing, 
‘T was not sent save to the lost sheep of the house of Israel,” gives 
a clue to the interpretation. The “children” are the “lost sheep 
of the house of Israel.” Cf. Mt.’s interpretation, 15", of Mk 7}. 

29. And Jesus removed thence, and came by the sea of Galilee ; 
and He went up into the hill country, and sat down there.| Mk. 
has: “And again He went out from the boundaries of Tyre, and 
passed through Sidon to the sea of Galilee, amidst the boundaries 
of Decapolis.” The geography of Mk. is difficult. He here 
describes a journey of considerable length from Tyre, through 
Sidon, to the east side of the lake of Galilee, without giving 
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any further details about it, so that it seen.s quite purposeless. 
Wellhausen is probably right in supposing that the text of Mk. 
is corrupt, and that 6.4 2.d@vos covers some original statement 
about Bethsaida. This would considerably shorten the journey. 
The editor of Mt. has felt the needlessness of recording a long 
journey to the north without giving any details. He therefore 
brings Christ back at once to the lake. For peraBas éxeiOev as a 
connecting formula, cf. 111 peréBn éxetOev, 129 peraBas exeiev. 
Mk. now describes the healing of a deaf man at an unknown 
place. A little later, 822-26, he records the healing of a blind man 
at Bethsaida. Mt. omits both miracles, probably intentionally, for 
it can hardly be accidental that they are both characterised by 
features which Mt. elsewhere avoids. In both the healing is 
performed in private, 793 droAaBopevos atrov amd tod 6xAov Kar’ 
idtav, 83 émiAaBopevos—eEnveyxey aitov ew THs Kwuns. In both 
physical contact and material means are employed, 7%3 €Garev 
tovs daxTvAovs adrod els TA Gra adbrod kal wrvcas Hato THs yAwoons 
avrov, 87% Kai mrvcas eis TA Oppata abrovd érfeis Tas xXEipas avTa. 
In the former we read that Christ sighed (éorévagev), and that the 
people disobeyed Christ’s express command to keep silence. In 
the latter the recovery of sight is gradual, and Christ asks a 
question, ei 7. BAézres, as though He were not sure how far recovery 
was taking place. In the first Gospel we have “ touching” as an 
incident in healing, 8% 15 9? 2054, but never the use of spittle, and 
there is an opposite tendency to describe miracles as taking place 
at the simple word or command of Christ, 8° pdvov etre Adyw, 95 
816 eféBare Ta wvevpata Adyw. Mt. elsewhere omits such phrases 
as éorévaéev, which seem to attribute emotion or effort to Christ ; 
cf. the omission of orAayyvioGels (D dpyo Geis), Mk 143; eu Bpinnod- 
pevos, 145; reprBrAeduevos abrots per’ dpyns cvvAvTovpevos, 3°; 
earn, 37! ; Oavpacer, 6°; dvacrevatas To rvevpari, 812 ; yavdkryce, 
to!4, and lays emphasis on the immediacy of Christ’s miraculous 
healings ; cf. 818 922 1718 He elsewhere omits statements that 
people disobeyed Christ’s commands ; cf. the omission of Mk 1%, 
on which see on 84, and also statements to the effect that Christ 
asked questions as though He had not absolute knowledge. See 
notes on Mt 829 1418 16910 771. 14.17 781 yQ7 2618 and Introduction, 
p. xxxl. It seems probable, therefore, that the editor intentionally 
passes over Mk 752-87, In lieu, he has substituted a general descrip- 
tion of Christ’s miracles of healing, vv.931, 

E 80-31. And there came to Him many multitudes, having with 
them lame, blind, dumb, maimed, and many others, and they cast 
them by Fits feet, and He healed them: so that the multitudes 
marvelled, as they saw the dumb speaking, the maimed whole, the 
lame walking, and the blind seeing: and they glorified the God of 
[srael.|\—poo7nrOov] see on 43.—zapa trots rddas atrot] D S} 
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have td. rods dxAovs Pavydcoat| so BE a/S!S% xCDU Acurss 
have rov 6xAov. It is very improbable that Mt. in this non- 
Marcan passage would have the singular. See Introduction, 
p. Ixxxvi. 

82. And Jesus called His disciples, and said, I have compassion M 
on the multitude, because already three days they are present with 
Me, and have nothing to eat: and to send them away fasting Iam 
not willing, lest they faint on the road.\—6 d&’Incots}| Mk. has a 
longer introduction: “In those days again there being a great 
multitude, and they not having anything to eat, having called the 
disciples, He saith to them,” etc.—etrev] as usual for Aéye.— 
orAayxvilerbar] See on 9*.—ére dy yuepar tpeis mpoopevovai 
pot] The same phrase occurs in Mk. For the nominative stand- 
ing in a parenthesis interrupting the construction, see Blass, p. 85 ; 
Moulton, p. 70; and cf. Est 44 ob KéxAnpoi—eioty atrar jucpar 
tpiadkovra, But the accusative would be so much more natural, 
that the nominative in Mt. and Mk. must be regarded as a proof 
of dependence of one Evangelist upon the other.—xai dérodtoar] 
Mk. has: ‘“ And if I send them away fasting to their homes, they 
will faint on the road: and some of them are from a distance.” 
The change of édv dzoAvcw into adroAtuvat—od GéAw, like other 
alterations of Mk. by Mt., heightens the note of mastery and 
dignity of Christ’s words. The idea of His sending away the 
people to faint on the way home was to be avoided. 

83. And the disciples say to Him, Whence have we in a wilder- M 
ness loaves sufficient to feed so great a multitude?| Mk. has: ‘“ And 
His disciples answered to Him that, Whence shall one be able to 
feed these with loaves here on a wilderness?” For the omission of 
Mk.’s 671, see Introduction, p. xx. épyuia and vyors occur only 
here in the Gospels. Both are rare words in Biblical Greek. For 
xopralew, see on 5%. év épnuia is easier than Mk.’s én’ épyyias. 

34. And Jesus saith to them, How many loaves have ye? And 
they said, Seven, and a few little fish.| Mk. has: “ And He asked 
them, How many loaves have ye? And they said, Seven. . . . And 
they had a few little fish.” The editor here retains the question 
in the mouth of the Lord. In 14!" he avoided it. 

35. And He commanded the multitude to sit down on the ground. | Mt 
Mk. has zapayyéAAe and éxi tis yjs. For Mt.’s change of eri rijs 
yis into ext tH yy, cf. 132; émi tov aiyadov for Mk.’s émi ris vhs 3 
1425 repiratav émi tiv Oadacoay for Mk.’s éri ris Paddoogs ; cf. 
Introduction, p. xxviii. 

86. And took the seven loaves and the fishes, and having given M 
thanks, He brake and was giving to the disciples, and the disciples to 
the multitudes.| Mk. has: “ And having taken the seven loaves, 
having given thanks, He brake, and was giving to His disciples that 
they might distribute; and they distributed to the multitude. 
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And they had a few little fishes: and having blessed them, He 
commanded (eizev) also to distribute these.” 

M 87. And all ate, and were filled: and of the remainder of the 
fragments they took up seven baskets full.| Mk. has: “ And they 
ate, and were filled: and they took up remainders of fragments 
seven baskets.” Mt. adds ravres and wAnpeis, to assimilate to 14%. 
—a¢upidas] For this spelling, see Deissm. B7b. Stud. 158, 185. 
D has od¢vupidas here and in Mk 8, In Mk 88 it is read by & A* 
D; in Mt 16!° by B D. 

M 38. And they that did eat were four thousand men, besides women 
and children.| Mk. has: “And there were about four thousand.” 
Mt. adds xwpis yuvarx@v Kal zadiwy, to assimilate to 142, 

M 39. And He sent away the multitudes, and embarked into the 
boat, and came to the boundaries of Magadan.) Mk. has: “And 
He sent them away; and straightway having embarked into the 
boat with His disciples, He came to the regions of Dalmanutha.” 
Mk.’s Dalmanutha is certainly corrupt. The editor of Mt. has 
tried to emend by substituting Magadan. If Cheyne (Zucye. Bid. 
1635) is right in suggesting that the real name of the place was 
Migdal-nunia, a suburb of Tiberias, Mt. has got from oral tradi- 
tion or from some earlier copy of Mk. a form which is not very far 
from the original. 

32-39. In these vv. Mt. has here and there assimilated the 
language to that of the feeding of the five thousand. 

Cf. 14)° kat rots—ixOvas with 15%. 
19 of 6& payral trois dxAous with 15%. 
20 Kal épayov mavtes with 15%". 
® Kai jpav TO mepiccedoy Tov KAacpatwv dddexa Kodivous 

aAnpets with I 577 Kal TO Tepiccevov TOV KAaTLaTwY 
Hpav érra opupioas wAnpes. 

1 of b& éodiovtes 7 nea avopes woel mevTaKirxiAvot xwpis 
yuvaikGv Kal madiwy with 15°8 of d& éoGlovres Hoav 
TetpaxirxtAro avdpes xwpis yuvaikdv Kal tadiwy. 

39. Mayaéddv] NBD; Magedon, S?; Magedan, S!; Magedan, latt ; 
Maydakd ; E F ai, 

M XVI. 1. And the Pharisees and Sadducees came, tempting Him, 
and asked Him to show them a sign out of heaven.| Mk. has: 
“And the Pharisees went out, and began to dispute with Him, 
seeking from Him a sign from heaven, tempting Him.” For the 
request for a sign, see 125% érepwrav=to beseech, cf. on 157%. 
The editor substitutes his favourite xai apooeAGdvtes for Mk.’s 
e€7AOov, of which the precise reference is obscure. Whence did 
they go out? 

2. And He answered and said to them.| Mk. has: “And 
having groaned in His spirit, He saith.” For the omission of 
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ivactevatas TO mvevpate adtov, see on 15%. The editor here 
inserts two verses (but see critical note) which are not in Mk. 

When it ts evening, you say, (It will be) fair weather; for the E? 
heaven is red.| 

8. And in the morning (you say), To-day (will be) stormy : for the E? 
heaven is red and angry. The face of the heaven you know how to 
discern ; but the sign of the times ye are unable.| For similar ideas 
differently worded, cf. Lk 12546, 

4, An evil and adulterous generation seeks for a sign; and a sign™ 
shall not be given to it, save the sign of Jonah.) Mk. has: “Why 
does this generation seek ({yret) a sign? Verily I say to you, A 
sign shall not be given to this generation.” Mt. assimilates to 12°°. 

4. And leaving them, He went away.) Mk. has: ‘“ And leaving 
(adeis) them, again having embarked, He went away to the other 
side.” Mt. transfers eis to wépay to the next verse. 

1-4, Mt. and Lk 1118-29 agree against Mk. in the following :— 
onpciov €k Tov ovpavod, Mt !=onpetov é€ ovpavov, Lk 1°, 
movnpa, Mt 4, Lk 
Kai onpetov ov dobyncerat adry ei pip TO OnpEtov “Iwva, Mt 4, Lk *. 

2. Olas yevouévns—od Sivacbe] CDal. Om. 8 BV XS'S*. The clause 
can hardly be genuine here. It seems to be a gloss modelled on Lk 12°48, 
—orvyvdfwy] orvyvérns is used of the dulness of the sky in Polyb. iv. 21. 1. 
orvyvdtew occurs in the LXX =opy Ezk 27% 2819 A, 32°. aruppafew seems to 
occur only in Byzantine writers. supplfew occurs in the LXX, Lev 13) #4 
BAe BAR. 

6. And the disciples came to the other side, and forgot to take M 
bread.| Mk. has: “And they forgot to take bread, and had 
not with them in the boat save one loaf.” In Mk. the dialogue 
which follows presumably took place in the boat during the cross- 
ing of the lake. Mt. by inserting kat éAdvres of pabyrac before eis 
70 7épav in Mk v.!3 seems to wish to make it clear that the subject 
of éreXafovro did not include Christ. The disciples forgot, not 
the Lord. His insertion has the further effect that the whole of 
what follows took place, not during the crossing, but when they had 
reached the other side. It is necessary, therefore, to omit Mk 14°. 

6. And Jesus said to them, Take heed, and beware of the leavenM 
of the Pharisees and of the Sadducees.| Mk. has: ‘‘And He was 
charging them, saying, Take heed, beware (Gdézere) of the leaven 
of the Pharisees, and of the leaven of Herod.”—zpocéyere ad] 
see on 10!7, Lk 12! also has mpooéyere in this connection.—xai 
Saddovxaiwy] Mk. has kat ras Cvuys “Hpwdov. It is doubtful what 
Mk. intended his readers to understand by the leaven of the 
Pharisees and of Herod. Possibly the plots of the Pharisees and 
the Herodians to kill Christ, cf. Mk 38. Mt. has understood {vy to 
mean false teaching, and therefore substitutes Saddovxatwv for ‘Hpwéov. 

7. And they were reasoning in (or amongst) themselves, saying, M 
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(He says it) because we took no bread.| Mk. has: ‘* And they were 
reasoning with one another because they have no bread.”1 The 
disciples suppose that the Lord’s warning against the leaven of the 
Pharisees had some reference to the fact that they were without 
sufficient provision, as though He were advising them to be on 
their guard against purchasing poisoned loaves.—oi 8é€] for Mk.’s 
kai, as often.—d.eAoyifovro év éavrois] occurs again in 21, 

M 8. And Jesus, perceiving it, said, Why do you reason in (or amongst) 
yourselves, O ye of little faith, because you have no bread?| Mk. 
has: “ And perceiving it, He saith to them, Why do you reason 
because you have no bread?”—yvots d€] for Mk.’s kat yvous, as 
often.—etzev] for Mk.’s A€yet, as often. Mk. omits 6 Incods and 
év éavtois éAvyémictot. dArydmucrot is also inserted by Mt. in $76, 
where, as in the next verse, He is softening a rebuke administered 
to the disciples. It occurs also in 6°? 1431. Here wioris seems 
to be trust, confidence, assurance in the power of Christ to provide 
food as He had done before. 

M 9,10. Do you not understand nor remember the five loaves of 
the five thousand, and how many baskets ye took up? Nor the seven 
loaves of the four thousand, and how many baskets ye tookup?| The 
editor rewrites Mk vv.!7-20 in such a way as to avoid the questions 
in Christ’s mouth (see notes on 8% 1417 1529 16910 y71l. 14.17 781 
197 267-8), and to soften the rebuke of the disciples ; cf. 876, note. 
Mk. has: ‘Do you not yet understand nor perceive? Have ye 
your heart hardened? Having eyes, see ye not? And having 
ears, hear ye not? And do yenot remember? When I brake the 
five loaves to the five thousand, how many baskets full of fragments 
took yeup? They sayto Him, Twelve. When the seven to the four 
thousand, of how many baskets took ye up (their) fulness of frag- 
ments? And they say to Him, Seven.” Mt. three times omits re- 
ferences to the hardness of the hearts of the disciples ; Mk 3° 652 817, 

M 11. How do ye not understand?| Mk. has: “ And He was 
saying to them, Do ye not yet understand ?” 

E The editor here adds the explanatory ¢hat not about bread I 
spake to you, but beware of the leaven of the Pharisees and Sadducees. 

E 12. Then understand they that He bade them not beware of the 
leaven of bread, but of the teaching of the Pharisees and Sadducees. | 
This explanation, which is connected with the substitution of 
Yaddovxaiwy in v.6 for ‘Hpwdov, has little to commend it. Whatever 
may originally have been meant by “the leaven of the Pharisees and 

léyovow. SoB. Dhas clyav, anda big haberent. S'has ‘‘ there ts no bread.” 
® A C a/ assimilate to Mt. by substituting éyouev and inserting Aéyovres. But 
Mk.’s youve. isambiguous. The clause might be rendered, ‘‘ They were disput- 
ing (cf. 9°4) because they have no bread,” without any apparent reference to the 
leaven of the preceding verse, which does not appear again in Mk.’s narrative. Mt, 
by inserting A¢yorres and changing &yovgw into éAdBouev, connects the ‘‘reason- 
ing” with the preceding saying, and so prepares for his insertion of vw.1+13, 



XVI. 12-17.] MINISTRY IN AND AROUND GALILEE 175 

the leaven of Herod,” it can hardly have been teaching. The con- 
nection of the Pharisees with Herod suggests rather that the leaven 
symbolised the hostility and enmity of the Pharisees and of Herod ; 
cf. Mk 38. For a similar note in favour of the disciples, see 171°. 

12. ris Sduns rdv Aprwv] Om. rdv dprwv, D S! S?a bff. This is 
probably right. S? assimilates to the preceding verse by adding ‘‘of the 
Pharisees and of the Sadducees.” S°B L add rv dprwy ; C E al rod dprov. 

18. The editor here omits Mk 822-26. For this omission, see 
on 15%. See also Briggs, Zhe Messiah of the Gospels, p. 93. 

And Jesus having come into the districts of Caesarea Philippi, M 
asked fis disciples, saying, Whom say men that (1) Son of Man am ?} 
Mk. has: “ And Jesus and His disciples went out into the villages 
of Czesarea Philippi, and on the road He asked (érnpwra) His 
disciples, saying to them, Whom do men say that I am ?”—eddov 
5€] for Mk.’s xai é&jAGev, as often. Mt. substitutes rév vidy rod 
avOpwrov for Mk.’s pe to form an antithesis to v.16 6 vids rod Geot. 

14, And they said, Some (say) John the Baptist, but others M 
Elijah, and others Jeremiah, or one of the prophets.| Mk. has: 
“And they spake to Him, saying that John the Baptist, and 
others Elijah, but others that one of the prophets.” Mt., as usual, 
omits Mk.’s 6m, and corrects efs into éva to harmonise with the 
other accusatives. The insertion of Jeremiah shows acquaintance 
with Jewish belief in the possibility of the appearance of the 
illustrious dead ; cf. 2 Mac 1518* where Onias and Jeremiah appear 
to Judas Maccabee; 2 Es 238: “For thy help I will send My 
servants, Isaiah and Jeremiah.” For the expectation of Elijah, see 
on 11!4, Mt.’s of w& is intended to ease the Greek. For €repou 
in the third clause, see Blass, p. 179 ; Win.-Schm. p. 244. 

15. He saith to them, But you, whom say ye that !am?| Mk.M 
has: ‘ And He asked them, But you, whom say ye that I am?” 

16. And Simon Peter answered and said, Thou art the Christ, M 
the Son of the living God.| Mk. has: “ Peter answered and saith 
to Him, Thou art the Christ.” Mt.’s 6 vids rot Geod Tod Lavros is 
explanatory. It has caused the substitution of rov viov tov adv Opwrov 
for pe in v.!8 to form an antithesis. 

13-16. Mt. and Lk. agree against Mk. in the following: 
aAddo Sé, Mt #, Lk 9% =Mk. has wat aAXov. 
dé—elrev, Mt 16, Lk 2, Mk. has Aéye. 
6 vids Tov Geod Tod Lévros, Mt 16= rod Geot, Lk %, 
17-19. The editor here inserts three verses which are not in 

Mk. For the prominence given to S. Peter, cf. 10? 14°88! 1515, 
17. And Jesus answered and said to him, Blessed art thou, Simon L 

Bar Jona, because flesh and blood did not reveal (it) to thee, but My 
Father who is in the heavens.|—Xipwv| for the form, see on 4}8, 
Bap is the Aramaic “son,” and ‘Iwva (cf. Jn 14)=73)= Jonah 



176 THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO S. MATTHEW [XVI. 17-19. 

No). as a shortened form of }3nY=John, is not found elsewhere. 
See Dalm. Gram. p.179, Anm. 5.—capé kai afwa] D7) 12 is very 
common in the Talmud and Midrashim as an expression for 
humanity as contrasted with God ; cf. B. Berakhoth 28° “‘a king of 
flesh and blood,” contrasted with “‘ the King of kings, “ the fear of 
flesh and blood” contrasted with the “‘ fear of heaven.” —6 zratnp prov 
6 év Tots ovpavois] see on 518, 

L 18. And I also say to thee that thou art Peter, and on this rock 
will I build my church, and the gates of Hades shall not prevail 
against it.| The wérpa is equivalent to the object of dmexaduwe in 
v.17 “Flesh and blood did not reveal 7,” z.e. the Messiahship and 
divine Sonship of Christ. ‘‘ Upon this rock of revealed truth I 
will build my Church.” The play upon Ilérpos and zérpa means, 
““You have given expression to a revealed truth, and your name 
Ilérpos suggests a metaphorical name for it. It shall be the zérpa 
or rock upon which the Church shall stand. In other words, it 
shall be the central doctrine of the Church’s teaching.” The idea 
that the divine Christ is the keystone of the new edifice of the 
Christian Church, finds expression elsewhere in the parallel 
metaphor of the corner-stone in 1 P 2¢8, Eph 22°.—éxxAnota] As 
the Evangelist wrote the word, he, no doubt, had in mind the 
Christian society for which éxxAyoia had long been a current title 
(Acts, S. Paul, Hebrews, S. James, S. John’s Epp., and Rev.). 
There is no difficulty at all in supposing that Christ used some 
Aramaic phrase or word which would signify the community or 
society of His disciples, knit together by their belief in His divine 
Sonship, and pledged to the work of propagating His teaching. 

mvAat adov] Against the Church the powers of evil shall not 
prevail. But just as the Church has been compared to a building, 
so, too, the powers of evil. ‘These have their metropolis in the 
fortress of Hades. For Hades symbolised as a strong fort with 
barred gates, cf. Is 381° “the gates of Sheol ” (zvAats adov), Job 1716 
“the bars of Sheol,” Job 38!” “the gates of death,” Ps g!8 10738, 
Wis 1638, 3 Mac 55!, Ps-So/ 16%, ‘The gates of Hades shall not 
prevail against the Church” is a pictorial way of saying, “‘The 
organised powers of evil shall not prevail against the organised 
society which represents My teaching.” 

L 19. / will give to thee the keys of the kingdom of the heavens, and 
whatsoever thou shalt bind upon earth shall be bound in the heavens, 
and whatsoever thou shalt loose on earth shall be loosed in the heavens. | 

xXeis]_ The figure of the gates of Hades suggests the metaphor 
of the keys. There were keys of Hades, Rev 118; cf. 9! 201. The 
apocalyptic writer describes the risen Christ as having the keys 
of Hades, ze. having power over it, power to enter it, and 
power to release from it, or to imprison in it. In the same way, 
“the kingdom of the heavens” can be likened to a citadel with 
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barred gates. He who held the keys would have power within it, 
power to admit, power to exclude. In Rev 37 this power is held by 
Christ Himself: ‘‘ He that hath the key of David, that openeth 
and none shall shut, and that shutteth and none shall open.” The 
words are modelled on Is 2222, and express supreme authority. To 
hold the keys is to have absolute right, which can be contested by 
none. Just so in B. SavA. 113° it is said that the keys of birth, 
of rain, and of the resurrection of the dead are in the hand of God, 
and are delegated to no one. 

It would, therefore, be not unexpected if we found the Messiah 
or Son of Man described as having the keys of the kingdom of the 
heavens. This would imply that He was supreme within it. But 
it is surprising to find this power delegated to S. Peter. We must, 
however, be careful not to identify the éxxAyoia with the kingdom. 
There is nothing here to suggest such identification. The Church 
was to be built on the rock of the revealed truth that Jesus was the 
Messiah, the Divine Son. To S. Peter were to be given the keys of 
the kingdom. The kingdom is here, as elsewhere in this Gospel, 
the kingdom to be inaugurated when the Son of Man came upon 
the clouds of heaven. If S. Peter was to hold supreme authority 
within it, the other apostles were also to have places of rank: “ Ye 
shall sit upon twelve thrones, judging the twelve tribes of Israel,” 
1828, The éxxAyoia, on the other hand, was the society of Christ’s 
disciples, who were to announce the coming of the kingdom, who 
were to wait for it, and who would enter into it when it came. 
The Church was built upon the truth of the divine Sonship. It 
was to proclaim the coming kingdom. In that kingdom Peter 
should hold the keys which conferred authority. In the next 
clause this authority is described under a different metaphor. To 
“bind” and to “loose,” in Jewish legal terminology, are equivalent 
to “forbid” and to “allow,” to ‘declare forbidden” and to 
“ declare allowed”; see Lightfoot, Hor. Heb. in loc. The terms, 
therefore, describe an authority of a legal nature. If he who has 
the keys has authority of an administrative nature, he who binds and 
looses exercises authority of a legislative character. In the coming 
kingdom Peter was to exercise this two-sided authority.—0 éay djoys 
eri THs ys eorat Sedepevov ev Tois ovpavois] The idiom “on earth,” 
“in heaven,” is simply an emphatic way of stating that the action 
referred to would be permanent in its results: ‘‘ Whatsoever thou 
bindest shall remain bound, shall never be loosed.” Cf. B. Joma 
392: “If a man sanctifies himself a little, he will be sanctified 
much ; if (he sanctifies himself) below, he will be sanctified above ; 
if (he sanctifies himself) in this world, he will be sanctified in the 
world tocome.” ‘The contrast, therefore, between earth and heaven 
is merely literary. The words throw no light upon the earthly or 
heavenly position of the future kingdom. But nothing in this 

12 
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Gospel suggests any other locality for it than the renewed (cf. 1928) 
earth. 

17-19. The whole passage, therefore, might be paraphrased 
thus: “Happy are you, Simon, son of Jonah, because the truth to 
which you have given utterance was revealed to you by God Him- 
self. Your name is Petros, and this truth is a rock (7érpa) upon 
which I will build My Church. It will be the foundation truth of 
the belief of My disciples, ¢.e. of those who await the kingdom of 
heaven. In that kingdom you shall hold an exalted position, 
having the keys of administrative power, and the right to legislate 
for the needs of its citizens.” 

As an alternative, we might interpret ras xAe?s with special 
reference to the function of a key in opening shut doors. Cf. 
Mt 2338 “You shut the kingdom of the heavens before men: for you 
enter not, nor suffer those who are entering to go in”; Lk 11° 
‘You took away the key of knowledge,” z.e. refused to open the 
doors of the kingdom of “knowledge” to others. dwWcw cot ras 
kAels will then mean: “I will give to you the right of admitting 
others to the kingdom.” The Evangelist may very possibly have 
had in mind the part taken by S. Peter in the early days of the 
Church in admitting Gentiles to its privileges, just as in the 
“binding” and “loosing” he may have had in mind the prominent 
part taken by S. Peter in regulating the affairs of the infant 
Church. 

It is possible that originally the “keys” described the effect of 
S. Peter’s insight into divine truth. His perception that Jesus 
was the Divine Son, was a key which admitted him into the king- 
dom. By bringing others to the same faith, he would open for 
them, too, the kingdom, in contrast to the scribes and Pharisees, 
who locked it in the face of those who wished to enter, 23%. But, 
if so, the Evangelist by inserting v.18 before v.19, and by combining 
the saying about ‘“‘the keys” with the saying about “ binding” and 
loosing,” has obscured the original meaning. In his connection 
the “keys” are not equivalent to S. Peter’s faith, but represent 
a privilege promised to the Apostle as a reward for it. Further, 
the position of v.18, with its description of the Church as a fortress 
impregnable against the attacks of evil (the gates of Hades), sug- 
gests irresistibly that “the keys of the kingdom” mean more than 
power to open merely, and imply rather authority within the king- 
dom. And this is confirmed by the “binding” and “loosing” which 
immediately follow.. The latter saying occurs again with the verbs 
in the plural in 1818. This may be its more original form. If so, 
the Evangelist is here, as elsewhere, compiling detached sayings, 
fitting them into contexts which seemed to him to be suited to 
them. If we remove, therefore, 19 as alien to the context, we are 
justified in asking whether the remaining three verses originally 
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formed part of this incident. V.!7 is in every respect suitable to 
the context. V.!8 might seem to betray the hand of the Evangel- 
ist in the phrase oikodoujow pov tHv éxkAyoiav, which certainly 
seems to reflect ideas which presuppose the history and growth of 
Christianity in the early Apostolic age. But if Christ, wishing to 
commend S. Peter’s faith, drew from his name a metaphor, ‘the 
rock,” to symbolise the value and importance of the revealed truth 
to which S. Peter had given utterance, this metaphor of the rock 
would suggest the phrase ‘‘to build” rather than any such expres- 
sion as ‘‘My disciples shall stand.” éxxAyoia may well be the 
equivalent of some Aramaic expression for community, society, 
school, band of disciples. Further, the idea thus gained of the 
Christian body as a building firmly founded, would suggest the use 
of the common phrase “gates of Hades” to describe the forces 
of evil which would attack it. And it is possible that this latter 
phrase would suggest the keys of the kingdom of the heavens as a 
term expressing some privilege to be given to S. Peter. The real 
difficulty in supposing that vv.17-!% were spoken on this occasion, 
lies in the vagueness of the idea thus expressed. What were the 
keys thus given? Even if we identify the kingdom with the 
Church, it is not entirely satisfactory to suppose that the Lord 
simply foretold that S. Peter was to take a prominent part in the 
work of opening the door of faith to the Gentiles. His share in 
that work, though a great, was not an exclusive one. S. Paul 
bore the burden of it. Of course we might, without identifying 
Church and Kingdom, give the words some such meaning as this. 
The truth of the divine Sonship shall be the keynote of the 
doctrine of My disciples in their work of preaching the coming 
kingdom. All to whom this truth is revealed will have in it a key 
to the kingdom, and will be able to admit others to it, #.e. make 
them members of the society which waits for the kingdom. In 
this case S. Peter would be mentioned on the ground that it was 
he who had given utterance to the divinely revealed truth, with the 
implication that all to whom it should be revealed would have 
the same privileges. But in view of the fact that v.!% is almost 
certainly added to this context and modified by the Evangelist 
so as to apply specially to S. Peter, it is difficult not to be drawn 
to the conclusion that the whole of the passage, vv.!71®, inserted 
in S. Mark, is the work of the Evangelist. The motive must have 
been to emphasise the prominence of S. Peter in the Christian 
body as foretold and sanctioned by Christ Himself. Through- 
out the Gospel the twelve Apostles are everywhere represented in 
a more favourable light than in Mk. Rebukes addressed to them 
by Christ are softened, see on 876 16%. Statements that they did 
not understand, or did not know what to say, or disputed, are 
passed over, cf. Mk 65? g5- 10. 82. 88.84 7440. Qn the other hand, it is 
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expressly said that they did understand, Mt 16! 17% They had 
left all to follow Christ; but when He sat on the throne of His 
glory they would sit on twelve thrones, judging the twelve tribes 
of Israel, 1928. And amongst them Peter was pre-eminent. He was 
patos, 10%. He had shown remarkable ventures of faith, 1429-1. 
To him Christ had given the keys, and the power of ‘‘ binding” 
and “loosing.” It is, therefore, possible that 1617-9 are in their 
present order and connection the work of the Evangelist compiling 
detached sayings in honour of the great Apostle. The Jewish 
colouring in these sayings is very remarkable; oap£ kai atya, 6 
matnp ov 6 ev Tois ovpavots, wYAaL adov, Tas KAEls, 7 Bacirela TOV 
ovpavav, the “binding” and “loosing,” the literary contrast of 
“earth” and “heaven,” were probably all commonplaces of Jewish 
theological thought. The single word ékxAyoia alone lies open to 
the suspicion of betraying Christian influence, and it may easily 
be explained as representing a more specifically Jewish or less 
Christian word. 

M 20. Then He charged the disciples that they should tell no one 
that He was the Christ.| Mk. has: “And He charged them that 
they should speak to no man about Him.”—rére] see on 27.— 
dueotetAato] Mk. here has ézeriuynoer, but dveoretAaro in 54% 736 99. 
The verb occurs only here in Mt. B* DS!S? have éreriunoev.— 
tots padyrais}] Mk. has atrots, but the insertion of vv.!7-!9 makes 
the explicit reference to the disciples necessary.—6rt avrds éotw 
6 xptords] for Mk.’s wept atrod. For similar explanatory glosses, 
See ive seuss. 

M~ 21. From that time Jesus began to show to His disciples that He 
must go to Jerusalem, and suffer much from the elders and chief 
priests and scribes, and be killed, and be ratsed again on the third 
day.|—a76 tote] Mk. has cat. Cf. 417. The Galilean mission to 
the common people is over. Henceforth the Lord devotes Him- 
self mainly to instructing His disciples. The tots pafyrais for Mk.’s 
abrois assists the emphasis.—airév] Mk. has tov vidv tot dvOpwrov, 
which Mt. has anticipated in v.18. The editor inserts ets lepoodAvpa 
dmeNGeiv kat, or rather substitutes it for Mk.’s drodoxipacOjvat, 
which is involved in woAAG wafetv. This carries with it the altera- 
tion of ixé into ard. D has ixd.—rq tpirn jpeoa eyepOjvac] for 
Mk.’s peta Tpets Nucpas avacrnvaz. The resurrection took place, 
according to tradition, on the Sunday after the Friday of the Cruci- 
fixion. The ‘after three days” of the Lord’s prediction was, there- 
fore, interpreted as equivalent to ‘“‘on the third day,” counting the 
day of Crucifixion as the first. So S. Paul (1 Co. 154), the writer of 
the Acts (10%), and the first and third Evangelists. Mk 8%! 9%! r0%# 
and Mt 124 278 retain the “three days.” The order tpeoBurépwv 
kal apxlépewy Kal ypapparéwy is striking, because it is an unusual 
order. ‘The editor has borrowed it from Mk. (so Lk.). Mk. adds 



XVI. 21-24. | MINISTRY IN AND AROUND GALILEE 181 

here xal mappyoia tov Adyov éAdAex (or ekAade?, k S! Tat.), which 
Mt. omits as being of doubtful meaning. 

22. And Peter took Him, and began to rebuke Him, saying, ME 
(God) be gracious to Thee, Lord: that shall not happen to Thee.| 
Mk. has: “And Peter took Him, and began to rebuke Him.” 
The words from Aé€ywv are an explanatory gloss of the editor to 
explain Mk.’s émuriudv; see on v.?.—"lAews cor] Cf. “Tews por 

=% nbyon 1 Ch 117, 2 S 20%; Letronne, Recueil des Inscripts 

grecques et latines de l’Egypte, ii p. 286, theds cor, “Advm: 
“(Sarapis) help thee, Alypius”; or with the subject inserted, 7d. 
221, tAews Hiv WAdrwv Kai évraifa, quoted by Moulton, Class. Rev. 
IQOI, p. 436.—ov py éorar] For the fut. ind. after ob py, see 
Blass, p. 209; Moulton, p. 190.—zpocAapBdvew] occurs only here 
in Mt. and Mk. Its presence in Mt. is due to Mk. 

23. And He turned, and said to Peter, Go behind Me, Satan: ™M 
thou art a stumbling-block to Me: because thou thinkest not the 
things of God, but the things of men.) So Mk., without oxdvdadov ef 
éuov, which is inserted by the editor to explain the use of the harsh 
Sarava with reference to the Apostle. Mk. also has éruotpadeis for 
otpadeis (for orpépw, which Mk. never uses, cf. 9%), and adds kat 
iSav Tovs paOyras avrod, which seems to emphasise the publicity of 
the rebuke. The editor omitted it for this reason, or because he 
missed the point of it here. diow, see on 3!!.—0d ¢poveis 7a 70d 
Ocod, x.7.X.] seems to mean: “ Your ideas of the Messiah and His 
destiny are superficial. You can imagine a career of splendour for 
Him, but fail to understand that suffering and death are a part of 
the career planned out for Him by God.” 

oxdySadov ef éuod] So x* B13; ef pod, 8° C; ef enol, D latt; 
povel, EF al Abbott, Johannine Grammar, 256€ c, suggests that 
the original may have been «ivi co.=‘‘I am a stumbling-block 
[it seems] to Thee!” But Zarova suggests that the following 
oxdydaXov is used of S. Peter, not of the Lord. In trying to set 
aside thoughts of the coming Passion, Peter was at once Christ’s 
adversary and His stumbling-block. And this interpretation alone 
explains the following 6rt. 

21-23. Mt. and Lk. agree against Mk. in the following: dzo 
—rij tpirn Hepa eyepOjvar, Mt 71, Lk 7. 

21. 6 ’Incots] So N° C al S?; Inoots Xpucrés, S* B*. The latter can 
hardly be original. It is the work of a scribe who wished to emphasise the 
fact that this was a turning-point in Christ’s ministry and teaching. 

24. Then Jesus said to His disciples, If any one wishes tc come™M 
after Me, let him deny himself, and take up his cross, and follow 
Me.| Mk. has: “And having called the multitude, with His 
disciples, He said to them,” etc. For the saying about the cross, 
see note on 10%8, where another form of the saying has been 
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inserted. Here the meaning clearly is that the disciples must be 
ready to face death in allegiance to their Master, and after His 
example. The cross need mean no more than violent death; see 
on 10°38, 

M 25. For whosoever wishes to save his life shall lose it, and who- 
soever shall lose his life for My sake shall find it.| See on 10°°,— 
ds—édv] See on 1127,—évexev éuod] Mk. adds xai rod evayyeAiov. 
For Mt.’s omission of one of two synonymous clauses, see on 816; 
and cf. 1929 évexey rod ewod dvouaros for Mk.’s évexey éuod Kal evexev 
Tov evayyeXiov.— etpyoet] Mk. cwoe. Mt. assimilates to 10%? in 
order to form an antithesis to awoAéoe. For antithesis in Mt., see 
on 1528 4.5 79% 9, 

M 26. For what shall a man be profited tf he gain the whole world, 
but be deprived of his life? or what will a man give as exchange for 
his life?| Mk. has: “For what will it profit a man to gain the 
whole world and to be deprived of his life? For what would a man 
give as exchange for his life?” The meaning seems to be: 
‘Suppose a man to shrink from martyrdom, he will, indeed, ‘ save’ 
his physical life. But he will ‘lose’ the higher life of the soul. 
To gain the whole world, and to lose this higher life, is a profitless 
proceeding ; because this higher life cannot be purchased. No 
money can buy it.”—aqeAnOyoerar] For Mt.’s preference for 
passives, see on 41.—npiw6y] Lymotv is to “fine” or ‘con- 
fiscate” ; so in the passive, ‘‘to suffer confiscation or loss of” ; 
cf. Phil 38 ra wavta é€npusOynv.—avtradrAaypa] is the price paid for 
anything ; cf. Ecclus 615 diAov microd odk eorw avTdAXaypa, 2614 
ovx éotw avtdédAA\aypa teradevpéevns Wuxns, ‘there is nothing worth 
so much as, nothing which can be paid in exchange for, a well- 
instructed soul.” doc in Mk. is the aor. conj.; cf. Blass, p. 49 ; 
Moulton, Class. Rev. 1901, p. 37; Gram. p. 55. Mt. substitutes 
the easier fut. ind. 

Mt. and Lk. agree against Mk. in this verse in the following: 
apeAnOyoerat avOpwros—sé, Mt. = dpedetrat dvOpwros—éé, Lk. Mk. 
has ddedct dvOpwrov—xai. 

M 27. For the Son of Man ts about to come in the glory of His 
Father with His angels. And then He shall give to each man 
according to his work.) Mk. has: “For whosoever shall be 
ashamed of Me and My words in this adulterous and sinful 
generation, the Son of Man shall be ashamed of him when He 
shall come in the glory of His Father with the holy angels.” Mt. 
has already inserted words parallel to the first clause of Mk. in 10%, 
He therefore omits them here, and makes of 6ravy €A@y a main 
clause, wéAAer yap—éepyeoGar, jéAXevv, which here emphasises the 
nearness of the coming, is characteristic of Mt.; cf. 17!2 22 wéAda 
—rapadidocba for Mk.’s mapadidorar, 2017-22 246. He then adds, 
by way of compensation for the omitted clause of Mk., xai Tore 
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drodwoe Exdotw Kata THY Tpasw aitod.—ev TH SdEy Tod waTpos adrod} 
For the glory of the Messiah; cf. Zxoch 618 “ The Lord of Spirits 
placed the Elect One on the throne of glory,” 62? ‘‘The Lord of 
Spirits seated Him on the throne of His glory”; and Zest. Levi 18. 

Kal TOTe arodwcet, K.7.A.] For the conception of the Messiah 
in glory judging men after their works, cf. Enoch 45% ‘On that 
day Mine Elect One will sit on the throne of glory, and make 
choice amongst their deeds,” 6927 ‘‘ And He sat on the throne 
of His glory, and the sum of judgement was committed to Him, 
the Son of Man.” The terms seem to be borrowed from Ps 
613 od drodwces ExdoTw Kata Ta épya aditod; cf. Pr 24!2, Ecclus 
pee 

28. Verily I say to you, That there are some of those who stand ™M 
here who shall not taste of death until they see the Son of Man 
coming in His kingdom.| Mk. has: ‘And He was saying to them, 
Verily I say to you, that there are some here of the bystanders 
who shall not taste of death until they see the kingdom of God 
come with power.” The eAeyey airoits of Mk. may be a hint that 
this saying was not spoken on the same occasion as the preceding. 
However that may be, Mt. omits xai éXeyey airots, and connects 
the words closely with the foregoing. By substituting tov viov rod 
avOpwrov épxdopevov ev TH Bactrelg adrod for tiv Bacrclay trod Geod 
éAnAvOviav év duvaper, he makes it clear that what the ‘“‘some of those 
who stand here” will see is the coming of the Son of Man “‘in the 
glory of His Father,” or “in His kingdom.” That is to say, he 
believed that that coming would take place in the lifetime of some 
of Christ’s contemporaries. The same belief finds expression in 
10% and 24%, and has an important bearing on the date of the 
Gospel.—éunv] see on 518. —-yeverOar Gavarov] was a Jewish 
phrase ; cf. Schlatter, Die Sprache und Heimat des Vierten Evangel- 
isten, p. 35. It occurs in Jn 8°, He 2%. 

XVII. 1. And after six days Jesus taketh Peter, and James, and M 
John his brother, and leadeth them up into a high mountain privately. ] 
So Mk., without 7ov adeAdov airod, and with povovus after car’ idiav. 
For Mts omission of one of two synonymous expressions, see 
on 816, 

2. And was transfigured before them; and Hits face did shine asM 
the sun, and His raiment became white as the light.| Mk.: “ And 
was transfigured before them; and His raiment became glistening, 
very white, as a fuller on earth cannot so whiten.”—erenoppus6n] 
Both the later Evangelists seem to have found difficulty in the use 
of this word in reference to Christ. It was ambiguous, and it 
might easily be misinterpreted. Lk. omits it, and substitutes 
éyévero—r0 eldos Tod mporwrov airod érepov. For this, cf. Dn 5° 
LXX 7 dpacis aitod 7AAOWOHyn, Theod. 7 popdy 7AAoLwHy, Secrets of 
Enoch 1" “the appearance of my countenance was changed.” 
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Mt. retains the word, but explains it by adding kai €lauwev 7d 
mpoawrov av’Tov ws 6 nALos. For this, cf. Secrets of Enoch 15 “their 
faces shone like the sun,” 19! “their faces shining more than the 
rays of the sun,” 2 Es 79” “their face shall shine as the sun,” Rev 
115 “‘ His countenance was as the sun shineth in his strength.” In 
Enoch 14° the simile is used of raiment, “‘ His raiment did shine 
more brightly than the sun.”—ra 8 iparia adrot éyévero NevKa ds TO 
pas] 7a d€ for kal ra, as often. Mt. omits Mk.’s oriABovra. This 
word is used elsewhere of metals, e.g. brass, Ezk 40%, Dn (Th) 
10°; or of hills reflecting the sun’s rays, 1 Mac 6%%. Lk. substi- 
tutes efactparrwv, which is the LXX equivalent of Theodotion’s 
ott\Bovros in Dn 108 For Mk.’s simile of the fuller, which Lk. 
omits, Mt. substitutes as 7d das. 

M 8. And, behold, there appeared unto them Moses and Elias talking 
with Him.| Mk. has: “ And there appeared to them Elias with 
Moses, and they were talking with Jesus.”—xai idov] see on 1. 
The order Moses and Elias, substituted by Mt. and Lk. for Elias 
with Moses, is probably simply due to a natural desire for the 
chronological order; cf. Lk.’s order in 1131-32, as compared with 
Mt 124!-42, On Elijah as the expected forerunner of the Messiah, 
see note on v.!°, There seem to be traces in Jewish literature 
of a belief that Moses would accompany Elijah when he came; 
see Volz, Jud. Eschat. 191-193, and cf. Jochanan ben Zaccai in 
Midr. Dedarim R. Par. 111 (Wiinsche), p. 55: “ When I bring the 
prophet Elijah, you shall both (Moses and Elijah) come together.” 
Moses may be referred to as one of the two witnesses of Rev 113; 
see Bousset and Swete, éx /oc., and Tert. Anim. 50. 

x 4. And Peter answered and said to Jesus, Lord, tt is good for us 
to be here: tf Thou wilt, I will make here three booths ; for Thee one, 
and for Moses one, and for Elias one.| Mk.: “And Peter answered 
and saith to Jesus, Rabbi, it is good for us to be here: and let us 
make three booths,” etc. For the Semitic use of dzoxpufeis, see 
Dalm. Words, p. 24. 8€ for cai, as often. trey for eye, as often. 
—Kipre] see on 8% ‘PaBBei occurs again in Mk ro! 11?! 14%, 
Mt. retains it only in the last instance.—rpeis oxnvds] The idea 
apparently is that of prolonging the scene. Mk. adds at the end: 
“For He did not know what to answer ; for they were very afraid.” 
For Mt.’s omission, see Introduction, pp. xxxili f.; and cf. the 
omission of Mk., 144°. The “fear” is postponed by Mt. to a 
more suitable place in v.®& 

M 58. While He was still speaking, behold, a cloud of light over- 
shadowed them: and behold a voice out of the cloud, saying, Thts 
ts My Son, the Beloved in whom I took pleasure ; hear Him.|—ér 
airod NaXodvros| is inserted by the editor; cf. similar insertions, 
Mt 124©= Mk 3%!, and Mt 9!8=Mk 524. In both these passages, 
however, the clause is placed at the beginning of a section asa 
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connecting link. Here there seems no reason for the insertion. 
Lk. has a similar clause; see below. Mk. has xai éyevero here 
twice, and in 1911 223 44-39, Mt avoids it in 19 2% 44. He has it 
5 times in a formula, 78 11! 13° 19! 25%. In 3!7= Mk 1° he has 
kat idov, and in clause é here he assimilates to that passage. In 
clause a he has simply idov.—vedéAn] Mt. adds dwt; cf. Rev 
1414 vedétn Aevxy. The cloud is the symbol of the divine 
presence. It was to reappear in the Messianic period ; cf. 2 Mac 
28 éhOjoerar dda tod Kuplov kal 4 vepeAyn.—ereckiacer] cf. Ex 
40% érecxialey ex’ aitiv 7 vepeAn.—xai idov] for Mk.’s Kai éyévero, 
assimilated to 3!7.— otros éorw, x.7.X.] See on 31%. Mt. assimilates 
to that passage by adding év & eiddxnoa.—dxovere adrod| cf. Dt. 1835, 
avrov axovoecbe. Christ was the prophet foretold by Moses. 

6. And the disciples, when they heard tt, fell upon their face, and EB 
feared exceedingly. | 

7. And Jesus came and touched them, and said, Rise up, and¥E 
fear not.| Mk. has nothing corresponding to these two verses. 
Mt., who has omitted éxpoBoa yap éyévovro from Mk ®, where “ He 
knew not what to answer; for they were very afraid” seems to 
express a degree of bewilderment on the part of the Apostles 
which is unexpected, expands it here into the statement that the 
disciples were exceedingly afraid when they heard the divine voice 
from the cloud of light. Lk. places the “fear” at the entry into 
the cloud.—o¢ddpa] occurs 7 times in Mt, 1 in Mk., 1 in Lk.— 
mpoonAGev] see on 4°. 

8. And lifting up their eyes, they saw no one, save Jesus only.|M 
Mk. has: ‘And suddenly, looking round, they saw no one with 
them, save Jesus only.” Mt. has modified to suit the previous 
verse. ‘Suddenly looking round” would harmonise badly with 
“Jesus came and touched them.”—ovtdéva] Mt. omits Mk.’s 
ovxert; see Introduction, p. xxxi. 

1-8. Mt. and Lk. both modify Mk. in some striking respects. 
In some of these modifications they agree, but not in others, eg. 
both feel the necessity of explaining perenopdu6y, but do so in 
different ways; see above. Both omit oriAPovra, but Lk. sub- 
stitutes éfaotparrwyv. Both omit the simile of the fuller, but Mt. 
substitutes és 76 ¢as. Both transfer the fear of the disciples to 
another part of the narrative, but they do not agree in the position 
which they assign to it; see on v.’. These changes look like 
independent editing. Further, both agree in xat idov and in 
Movojjs xai ’HXedas, Mt 3, Lk 8; in efrev, Mt 4, Lk 88; in er airod 
Aadodvros, Mt §=radra 5 airod A€yovtos, Lk **; and in Xé€yovca, 
Mt 5, Lk 3 Of these all except the insertion of “while He was 
still speaking” =‘“‘ while He was saying these things,” may be 
accidental coincidences. The additions of Mt. in vy.5- 67 are 
probably due to the editor. On the other hand, Lk *!82 and 
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ex\cAeypevos in § for dyaryrds rather suggest that Lk. had a second 
source for the narrative. But they might be explained equally 
well by supposing that Lk. is inserting reminiscences of other 
versions of the incident, or as simply editorial insertions. The 
insertion of “ while He was still speaking” = “‘ while He was saying 
these things,” can hardly be purely accidental, but is insufficient 
even in combination with the other small details, xat idov, Mwvo7s 
kai ’HXetas, etrev, X€yovoa, to serve as a basis for the theory that 
Mt. and Lk. had in common a second narrative which they both 
used in addition to Mk. If so, their divergences, e.g. in Mt ?= 
Lk 29, in Lk 31-82, in Mt &7, and in Lk 588, cause fresh difficulties. 
Rather Lk. may be supposed to have read Mt., and to have 
occasionally written reminiscences of Mt.’s phraseology. 

M 9. And as they came down from the mountain, Jesus charged 
them, saying, Tell no man the vision, until the Son of Man be risen 
from the dead.| Mk. has: “And as they came down from the 
mountain, He charged (dceore’Aaro) them that they should recount 
to no man what they saw, except when the Son of Man should 
rise from the dead.” 

eyepOy for advaorp ; cf. on 167), 
Mk. has here the words: “ And they kept the saying to them- 

selves, disputing what the ‘rising from the dead’ was.” Mt. omits 
other statements of misunderstanding on the part of the disciples ; 
cf. the omission of Mk 6°? 817, and see Introduction, pp. xxxiii f. 

M 10. And the disciples asked Him, saying, Why therefore do the 
scribes say that Elijah must come first?| Mk. has: “And they 
were asking Him, saying, Why do the scribes say that Elijah must 
come first?” Two facts in the preceding narrative may have 
suggested this question. The disciples had seen Elijah on the 
mountain. In what relation did this appearance stand to the 
coming which was attributed to him by the official theologians ? 
Further, it was part of this official theory, that Elijah would 
prepare the way for the Messiah by restoring all things. (On this 
see Volz, Jiid. Eschat. p. 192.) But if all things were restored, 
and Israel was made ready for the Messiah, what did Christ mean 
by foretelling His death and resurrection? Why death in view 
of the restorative work of the forerunner ?—érypdrnoay] aor. for 
Mk.’s imperf., as often. 7é for Mk.’s ambiguous orc; cf. similar 
changes in 1719 = Mk 978, Mt 914 = Mk 216, 

M ll. And He answered and said, Elijah indeed cometh, and shall 
restore all things.| Mk. has: “And He said to them, Elijah 
indeed having come first, restores all things.” —droxatacryjcet] for 
Mk.’s dmoxatiordve. is an assimilation to the LXX of Mal 45. 
Christ answers that the scribes are right in expecting a return of 
Elijah to accomplish a restoration, because so much was foretold 
in the prophet Malachi. 
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The words which follow in Mk. are very obscurely expressed : 
“And how has it been written concerning the Son of Man, that 
He should suffer much, and be set at nought?” Does this mean : 
“Tt has not been so prophesied. Elijah’s coming was foretold, 
but not the Messiah’s suffering”? Or, ‘Seeing that Elijah was 
predicted as coming to restore, in what sense are the prophecies 
of Messiah’s suffering to be understood”? Or, “Elijah indeed 
comes, and (yet) how has it been written of the Son of Man? (It 
stands written) that He should suffer”? “But I say to you that 
Elijah has come,” that is, “It was not only foretold that he should 
come, but he has come in the person of John the Baptist.” ‘ And 
they did to him whatever they wished.” That is, “And he did 
not restore all things, because Herod thwarted prophecy by putting 
John to death. Thus no restoration has taken place, and there 
is room for the fulfilment of the prophecies of Messiah’s death.” 
“ As it has been written concerning Him.” To what does this 
refer? The answer is generally found in 1 K 19% “ The fate 
intended for Elijah had overtaken John: he had found his Jezebel 
in Herodias” (Swete). But how can this prophecy by type and 
contrast explain the matter of fact words xaos yéypamrac é7’ 
avtov? How can the escape of Elijah from death at the hands of 
Jezebel be a prophecy of the execution of John the Baptist at the 
instigation of Herodias? Mt. has re-edited the passage in order 
to simplify it. He omits the obscure question Mk }”>, and the 
equally obscure xafws yéyparra: ex airév. The reference to 
Herodias can hardly have been present to his mind, for he has 
omitted Mk.’s statements that she persecuted the Baptist. Further, 
he adds: ot« éréyvwoav airdy dAAa, to explain the failure of the 
prophecy that Elijah should restore all things, and to compensate 
for the omission of Mk 12> adds the definite statement: ovrws xai 
6 vids Tod dvOpwrov pedrAa TacyeW tr adtav. 

12. And J say to you, That Elijah has already come, and they M 
did not recognise him, but did in his case whatever they wished. So 
also the Son of Man ts about to suffer from them.|—oix éréyvwoayv 
airov | z.e. did not recognise Elijah in the person of the Baptist.— 
n0¢€Ancay] aor. for imperf., as often.—eroincav—éoa 7OéAnoav| Cf. 
Dn 1118 roujoet—xara 7d O€Anpa adtod.—pédrAe] see on 1677, 

18. Zhen understood the disciples that He spake to them concern- E 
ing John the Baptist.| An editorial comment in favour of the 
disciples ; cf. 161%. 

14. And when they came to the multitude.| Mk. has: “And M 
having come to the disciples, they saw a great multitude, and scribes 
disputing with them. And straightway all the multitude seeing 
Him, were astonished ; and running up, were saluting Him. And 
He asked them, Why dispute ye with them?” Mt. shortens the 
narrative throughout. Here he omits as elsewhere the question 
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in the mouth of Christ. See Introduction, p. xxxii. The rest he 
probably passes over because it is ambiguously expressed. Who 
were the parties to the dispute—the scribes and the disciples, or 
the scribes and the multitude? Why should the people be 
astonished (é«@apBety is a strong word) when they saw Christ ? 

There came to Him a man, kneeling down, and saying.| Mk. 
has: ‘“‘And there answered Him one out of the multitude.”— 
mpoo7Abev] see on 48. 

M 15. Lord, have pity on my son: because he ts moonstruch, and in 
evil plight: for often he falls into the fire, and often into the water. | 
Mk. has: “Teacher, I brought my son to Thee, having a dumb 
devil ; and wheresoever it takes him, it throws him down: and he 
foams, and gnashes his teeth, and wastes away.” Andin v.22 “ And 
often it cast him into the fire, and into waters, to destroy him.” 
The symptoms seem to be those of some form of epileptic seizure, 
described in Mk. under terms of demoniac possession. Mt. omits 
the references to demoniac possession, except in vv.18- 2°.—xvpue] 
for Mk.’s duddoxade. A similar change in 8%.—oeAnviagerar] only 
again in 44, 

M 16. And I brought him to Thy disciples, and they could not heal 
him.| Mk. has: “And I spoke to Thy disciples that they should 
cast him out, and they could not (icxveav).—poonveyxa] See on 
4°.—Oeparetoat] because Mt. omits the references to demoniac 
possession. 

M 17. And Jesus answered and said, O faithless and perverted 
generation, how long shall I be with you? how long shall 7 suffer 
you? bring him to Me here.| Mk. omits 6 Incods.—etrev] for Mk.’s 
A€yet, as Often.—xai deorpappeévy| is not in Mk.; cf. Dt 325.—pe@? 
tuav] “in your company.” Mk. has zpos tas; cf. Mk 63.—dde] 
is not in Mk.; cf. Mt 1418 Mk. adds here eight verses describing 
how the boy was brought, how the spirit rent him so that he fell 
on the earth and wallowed foaming, how Christ asked how long 
he had been so afflicted. Then follows a short dialogue with the 
father, after which Christ commands the spirit to come forth ; upon 
which the spirit having “cried and rent him much, came forth: 
and he became as dead; so that many said that he had died.” 
Jesus then took him by the hand, and he rose up. For all this 
Mt. simply has : 

M 18. And Jesus rebuked him; and the demon came forth from him: 
and the boy was healed from that hour.| It is probable that Mt. has 
intentionally omitted Mk.’s account of this healing. He elsewhere 
omits questions in the mouth of Christ; see Introduction, p. xxxil. 
He elsewhere has omitted a narrative of the expulsion of a demon, 
Mk 123-28 in which it was said that after the command of Christ 
the demon rent the sufferer and cried out. And, lastly, he has 
elsewhere omitted a miracle in which the healing was described 
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as a gradual process, Mk 8%6, He therefore substitutes the 
simple statement that Christ rebuked the demon, and the boy 
was healed; but curiously enough retains the clause that the 
demon came out, although he has elsewhere in the narrative, 
except in the next two verses, suppressed the references to features 
of demoniac possession. For azo ris dpas éxeivys, cf. 818 9? 1578, 

19. Then came the disciples to Jesus privately, and said, Why M 
could not we cast him out?| Mk. has: “And when He entered 
into a house, His disciples privately were asking Him, Why (6rv) 
could not we cast him out?” For Mt.’s omission of the house, 
see on 1515, 81a ri for Mk.’s ore; cf. ri, 17), for dru, and g! 
dua. té, for ore. 

20. And He saith to them, Because of your little faith: forM 
verily I say to you, If you have faith as a grain of mustard seed, 
you shall say to this mountain, Remove hence yonder ; and it shall 
remove ; and nothing shall be impossible to you.| Mk. has: “‘ And 
He said to them, This kind cannot go out by anything except by 
prayer.” This apparently means, “devils (or this particular 
species of devil) can only be expelled by the power of prayer 
which you lacked.” But the words are vague and ambiguous. 
Mt. omits them, and substitutes a direct reproof, ‘‘ because of your 
little faith.” Cf. the editor’s use of éAvyomioros in 65° 876 14%! 168. 
To emphasise the effect of faith, he adds a saying, influenced, 
perhaps, by épos, 17+®, which recurs in a different form in 217}, 
where it is taken from Mk. Lk 17% has a similar but quite 
independent saying.—déAryortoriay] wiotes here is different from 
the trust implied in 81° g 22. 29 158 690 826 7481 168, ‘In all these 
passages it is assurance, trust in the power and love of God or 
of Christ. Here it is the same trust, but combined with the 
confidence that the man who has it can himself apply the divine 
power to work miracles. Cf. 217! and 1 Co 13%. The Talmudic 
writers use “uprooter of mountains” as a term of praise for a 
skilful expositor of the law who removed difficulties of interpreta- 
tion. See Lightfoot on Mt 2171. 

14-20. Mt. and Lk. agree against Mk. (a) in two or three 
small points, e.g. Aéywv, Mt, Lk °8; dru, 22.; AdvvyOnoav, Mt 16, Lk #; 
elrev, Mt 17, Lk 41; cai dueotpappéry, 2b.; dde, Mt 17, Lk 41; (4) in 
omitting the greater part of Mk 2-26, of which, however, Mt. 
shows a trace in v.8 zodAdx«s yap, x.7.A.= Mk *?, and Lk. shows 
traces in v.38 é€édvns xpaler cal omapdooa aitov per adpod kal 
ports droywpel ax’ aitod ovvtpiBov avrév. Cf. Mk 7-76 Lk. has 
transposed the convulsions of the sufferer after the command of 
Christ to a general description of his condition before that 
command. Lk. treats Mk 126 ina similar way. It is there said 
that after Christ’s command “the unclean spirit rent him, and 
cried with a loud voice.” Lk 4° omits the loud cry, and adds a 
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clause to the effect that the demon did him no harm. It is 
therefore probable that the two Evangelists independently modify 
Mk. in this passage. The other verbal agreements are insufficient 
as a basis for a theory of a second source used by Mt. and Lk. 
It may more probably be supposed that Lk. had read Mt., and 
inserted reminiscences of his phraseology into his own account. 

20. édvyorisrlay] SB 1 13 22 33124 346 S% 9 dmiorlav, C D al S} 
latt. éAvyororla occurs only here, but ddvyémioros occurs 4 times in Mt. 
Internal evidence is in favour of é\vyortcrla—(1) in view of the facts collected 
in Introduction, pp. xxxiii f., it is unlikely that the editor would have written 
dmicrla here, whilst his use of éddvydmioros 4 times of the Apostles would 
suggest éAvyomiorla as a suitable word here; (2) the substitution in the 
MSS. of the common daiorla for the rare éAvyomiorla is easier than the 
reverse process. 

21. rodro dé 7d yévos obKx éxmopeverar el wh ev mpocevyn Kal vnorela] So 
N> CD a/latt. Omit &* B 33 e ff'S!S*% The words are interpolated here 
from Mk 9”, which had already been corrupted by the addition of kal 
vnorela, 

22. And whilst they were gathering together in Galilee, Jesus 
said to them, The Son of Man is about to be delivered into the hands 
of men.| Mk. has: “ And they went out thence, and were going 
through Galilee. And He wished that no one should know it; 
for He was teaching His disciples, and saying to them that the 
Son of Man is being delivered into the hands of men.” 

It is in accordance with the editor’s practice to omit Mk.’s 
kal ovk nOerev tva tis yvot. Cf. his omission of ovd€va 7OeXev yvvae 
from Mk 724, 70cAev wapeAGcivy avrovs from Mk 6%, But it is 
difficult to see why he substitutes ovotpepopevwy 8% airav év TH 
TadtAaia for Mk.’s éropevovro da trys Taduvalas. ocvotpéeper Oar 
occurs only once again in the N.T., in Ac 283, of S. Paul gathering 
sticks. It is used of the movement of soldiers or of men 
conspiring together. Here apparently it means simply to “ gather 
together.”—peArdec] See on 1627, 

23. And they shall kill Him, and on the third day He shall be 
raised again.| Mk. has: “ And they shall kill Him; and being 
killed, He shall rise after three days.” See on 1671. 

And they were exceedingly grieved.| Mk. has: “ And they were 
ignorant about the saying, and were fearing to ask Him.” For 
Mt.’s omission of the ignorance of the disciples, see Introduction, 
p. xxxiiii—AvzefoOar] occurs six times in Mt., twice in Mk.— 
opddpa] seven times in Mt., once in Mk. 

Lk. also found a difficulty in the ignorance of the disciples in 
view of Christ’s plain statement. He adds a clause to: the effect 
that “it was hidden from them that they should not perceive it,” 
probably meaning that their ignorance was due to the divine 
providence. See note on Lk 9*°. 

22, 23. Mt. and Lk. agree against Mk. in the following :— 



XVII. 23, 24.] MINISTRY IN AND AROUND GALILEE Ig! 

dé, Mt , Lk 48; efrev, Mt %, Lk 48, Mk. has Qeyer. pedre 
mapadidocba, Mt 22, Lk 44. Mk. has zapadidorat. 

22. cvorpeponévuv] SoNBi. dvacrpedpouévwv, C D ail, 

24. And when they came to Capharnaum.| Mk. has: “And M 
they came to Capharnaum.” Mt. here inserts (7427) the incident 
of the stater in the fish’s mouth. Mk. has here: “ And being in 
a house, He was asking them, What were you disputing about on 
the way? And they were silent, for they had disputed with one 
another on the way (as to) who was the greater.” It is quite in 
accordance with Mt.’s practice to omit this. For his omission of 
questions in the mouth of Christ, see Introduction, p. xxxil. For 
his omission of disputes among the disciples, see on 161%, He sub- 
stitutes for it the simple statement that “‘the disciples came to Jesus, 
saying, Who is the greater in the kingdom?” 181. But this by 
itself, and as compared with Mk., would be rather abrupt. Mk.’s 
account of the dispute formed a suitable introduction to the dis- 
course which follows. Mt. therefore, having omitted Mk.’s introduc- 
tion, substitutes another, viz. the incident of the stater in the fish. 
In this story Peter was singled out by the tax-collectors as though 
he were in some way the representative of Christ’s followers. This 
affords, therefore, an occasion for the question, “‘ Who ¢fem is the 
greater?” z.e. “Why is Peter assumed to be the chief among us?” 

They who receive the half-shekel came to Peter, and said, Does not P 
your Master pay the halfshehel? He saith, Yes.| According to 
Ex 30}8 every Jew from the age of twenty was to pay half a shekel 
to the Temple treasury once a year. The LXX renders shekel by 
didpaxpov, so that the sum to be paid according to the LXX of 
Ex 3018 was 70 quov Tod didpdxypov. But Josephus, Avzé. iii. 194, 
says that the shekel was equivalent to four Attic drachme, and calls 
the sum paid to the Temple 76 dédpayxpyov, Anz. xviii. 312, so that 
this was a current term for the Temple tax. After the destruction 
of Jerusalem, the Romans confiscated this yearly tax, and applied 
it to the support of the Temple of Jupiter Capitolinus ; Josephus, 
Wars, vii. 218. As v.®5 shows, it is the tax paid to the Jewish 
Temple that is here intended. The narrative, therefore, reflects 
the condition of things in Palestine before the year 7o a.p. It 
looks like a tradition which had grown up in Palestine to regulate 
the position of Jewish Christians towards the Jewish authorities. 
Christ Himself had paid the Temple tax. His disciples should do 
the same. Earthly monarchs take tribute from subject peoples, 
not from their own race and kin. Christians, as disciples of the 
Son of God, were children of the heavenly King. By analogy, 
they should be exempted from paying tribute to His Temple. This 
might rightly be imposed upon the Jews who, as compared with 
Christians, were strangers and foreigners. But no good purpose 
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could be gained by giving needless offence. For the tax, see 
Schiirer, 1. 1. 249 ff. We should expect here 76 dédpaypyov. For 
the prominence assigned to S. Peter, see on 161%, p. 180. 

P 25. And when he entered into the house, Jesus anticipated him, 
saying, What thinkest thou, Simon? From whom do the kings of 
the earth receive taxes or tribute; from their own people, or from 
aliens ?|—els ri oixiay] may be a reminiscence of Mk. v.°°.—ri oo 
doxet] the phrase is common in the latter part of the Gospel; cf. 
1812 2178 2217. 42 2666, —oi Bacwrels THs yys| are obviously contrasted 
with God, the heavenly King ; cf. 5%°.—réyv vidy atrév| in Oriental 
idiom, means not relatives, but members of one’s own race. 
“‘ Earthly monarchs (in the East) take no tribute from their own 
people, but from aliens.” The implied analogy is that God, the 
heavenly King, takes no tribute from His own people. But by 
His sons or people the Jews can hardly be intended. Otherwise, 
the meaning would be that the Temple tax, as paid by the Jews, 
was an unjustifiable one, not binding on the consciences of 
religious Jews. It might be paid voluntarily as a freewill offering, 
but not of necessity. It is, however, questionable whether the 
Lord would thus have criticised the imposition of the Temple tribute 
sanctioned by Old Testament precedent, Ex 301%, Compare, how- 
ever, His criticism of the Pentateuchal distinction between clean and 
unclean meats. Rather the vio’ seem to signify a class of people 
contrasted with the Jews. The latter are the aliens who are rightly 
called upon to pay tribute to the heavenly King. In this case the 
viot must be Christ and His disciples. They were in a true sense 
“Sons of God,” cf. 5°, and might claim exemption from tribute. 

tédy] taxes on goods.—xjvcos] the capitation tax. 
P 26. And when he said, From aliens, Jesus said to him, Then 

are their own people free. | 
P 27. But that we may not cause them to stumble, go to the sea ae 

cast a hook, and take the first fish that comes up. And having opened 
its mouth, thou shalt find a stater. That take, and give for Me and 
thee.|\—oxavdadricwpev] See on 5%.—ocrarjpa] The stater was 
equivalent to four drachmz, and thus exactly equivalent to the 
Temple tax for two persons. The Evangelist probably recorded 
this tradition as illustrative of Christ’s foreknowledge and power, 
which emphasised His independence from obligation to pay taxes. 
Divine foreknowledge may also be intended in v.” rpoépOacev. 

M XVIII. 1. J that hour came the disciples to Jesus, saying, 
Who then is greater in the kingdom of the heavens?| The editor 
here returns to Mk 83, but omits the dispute and Christ’s question 
(see above), for which he substitutes the statement that the disciples 
came with a question. The dpa is probably intended as a link 
with the preceding incident. ‘Why is Peter regarded as chief 
among us? Who isto be chief in the coming kingdom ?” In order 
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to form a connecting link, the editor inserts év éxeivy rH dpa; cf. 
the insertion of éy éxetvw To KaipG, 121. For mpoo7dOov, see on 4%. 

2. And He called a child, and placed him in the midst of them, 
and said.| Mk. has: “And sitting down, He called (é¢avyce) the 
Twelve, and saith to them, If any one wishes to be first, he shall M 
be last of all, and servant of all. And He took achild, and placed 
him in the midst of them; and having taken him into His arms, 
He said to them.” For the omission of évayxadwcdpevos, cf. 19). 
In Mk. there now follows a series of sayings, 9°59, broken by 
a short paragraph of incident, **4°. The connection of these 
sayings is sometimes very obscure, and frequently artificial. The 
transition, e.g., from 4 to 4% is difficult, and unless zrvp¢ in v.* has 
the same reference as in 48, the connection of thought seems to be 
broken there also. It is probable that Mk. has strung together 
detached sayings or paragraphs. ézi 7 évépari pov of v.97 would 
remind the Evangelist of 9°49 and #1, both of which have a similar 
phrase vv.%% 41, ray rovovrwyv adiwv (=children) of v.87 would 
bring to his remembrance v.* with its pxpov tovtwy tov mioTevor- 
twv (=recent converts). And the cxavdadicn of # would suggest 
the section 4°48, although this paragraph has no immediate bearing 
on the subject with which the discourse started. Lastly, rup¢ of 
y.48 would suggest the (probably) quite different zip of v.‘* (see 
Swete), and adicOyoera of this verse recalls to the Evangelist’s 
mind the saying about salt, v.5 

The editor of Mt., however, has treated the whole series of 
sayings as though it formed a unity, only omitting some of the 
least harmonious verses. But just as he has made Mk 6*!? and 4 
the basis round which to group a number of other sayings so as 
to form a discourse of some length, so he has done here. The 
relation of Mt. to Mk. may be shown as follows. Passages in 
brackets are added by Mt.: 

Mttal**])" for *5\eh Mikro 
5 = 378, 

omitted 37d, 
88-40 

” ~ 

41 
%” ~ 

6 = 42, 

["] 
8-9 a 43-47, 

omitted 48-50, 
10-35 

Mt 19!* is a closing formula like that which closes the three 
previous great discourses in Mt 78 111 13°%. 

Of the verses omitted, 37> has already found a place in 10%; 
38-40 are omitted because they break the tenor of the speech; 4! 
has already been recorded in 10*?; 485° are probably omitted on 

13 
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account of their difficulty. A saying parallel to v.50 has already 
been recorded in 51%. Of the verses inserted, 1214 find a parallel 
in a different context in Lk 157; ® finds a parallel in a different 
context in Lk 172; 7 in Lk 171; 4 in Lk 178; and 2!in Lk 174. 

L 3. Verily I say to you, Except ye turn and become as children, 
ye shall not enter into the kingdom of the heavens.| That is to say, 
‘‘in asking who shall be the greater, you have entered upon a path 
which will not lead you to this end. The very question shows 
that you do not understand what greatness is. You must turn 
back and recover the childlike temper which is untempted to 
self-advancement. You must become again as children, “te. 
unassuming. Otherwise, so far from being great in the kingdom, 
you will never even enter it.” This verse anticipates Mk ro}, 

L 4. Whosoever therefore shall humble himself as this child, he shall be 
the great one in the kingdom of the heavens.| That is to say, “‘great- 
ness involves humility. To be great one must be unassuming.” 

M 5. And whosoever shall receive one such child in My name receives 
Me.| Mk. has: “Whosoever shall receive one of such children 
in My name receives Me.” By “receive in My name” here is 
apparently meant to recognise in the humble, unassuming dis- 
position of children a feature of the Christlike character ; cf. 1129, 
They who recognise and welcome this characteristic of childhood 
receive Christ, z.e. are in communion with Him. 

The editor here omits Mk 37>41, But it is noticeable that in 
1049: 42 he has parallels to the first and last of these sayings. 

M 6. And whosoever shall cause to stumble one of these little ones who 
believe in Me, tt ts expedient for him that an ass’s millstone be hanged 
about his neck, and (that) he be sunk into the deep sea.| Mk. has: 
“And whosoever shall cause to stumble one of these little ones who 
believe in Me, it is good for him rather if an ass’s millstone is placed 
about his neck, and he is cast into the sea.”—%ds dé] for Mk.’s kat 
ds, as often.—raév mortevdvrwv] In Mk. the thought of the dis- 
course has been turned by the insertion of vv.%*4° from the 
consideration and treatment of children to that of children in 
faith and belief! In Mt., who has omitted %°4°, the thought is 
still of children. The editor retains Mk.’s rév mucrevovtwr eis ue 
in spite of its incongruity. Mk. has xadAév éorw—paddov for 
oupdéepe. Mt. assimilates to 57% 9°, Lk. in 17! has AvowreAct.— 
iva kpeuwacbn| Mk. has et qepixerra.. So Lk. The wa is an 
assimilation to 5298°,—xararovtic6j| Mk. has BeBAnra, Lk. 
éppirtai.—éArayos THs Oaddoons|] Mk. has tv OaAaccay simply. 
muorevey eis occurs only here in Mt. In Mk. it is wrongly 
omitted by 8 DAabffik. The muorevdvtwy cis eué there, 

1 Men like the Exorcist, vv.%8®, or like him who merely gave a cup of cold 
water, v.‘', were ‘‘ little ones who believe in Me.” No stumbling-blocks were 
to be placed in their way. 
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immediately after vv.*8-41, can only refer to such as had confidence 
in the power of Christ, like the man who cast out demons in His 
name even though he was not an immediate follower of Christ. 
The construction does not occur again in Mk. nor in Lk. It is 
common in Jn. The réy morevdvrwy eis éve in Mt. is incongruous, 
and is only explicable as borrowed, z.e. not omitted, from Mk. 

7. Woe to the world because of stumbling-blocks! for there ish 
necessity that stumbling-blocks come; but woe to that man through 
whom the stumbling-block comes!\ Lk 171 has: dvévdexrov éorw tod 
ra oKxdvoara pi) eAGetv, TAHV oval du’ ob Epyerat. The editor inserts 
the saying here because of the verbal connection between oxdvéara 
and cxavdadion of the previous verse; cf. the juxtaposition of 616 
(adavilover) and 619 agavile. For xdcpos, cf. 514 13°. 

8. And if thy hand or thy foot ts causing thee to stumble, cut it M 
off, and cast (it) from thee. It is good for thee to enter into life 
maimed or halt, than having two hands or two feet to be cast into 
the eternal fire.| Mk. has two separate sayings for the hand 
and the foot: ‘ And if thy hand should cause thee to stumble, cut 
it off. It is good for thee maimed to enter into life, than having 
the two hands to go away into Gehenna, into the unquenchable 
fire. And if thy foot should be causing thee to stumble, cut it off. 
It is good for thee to enter into life halt, than having the two feet 
to be cast into Gehenna.” Mt. has the saying about the hand in 
59°. He combines here, selecting BAyfpvarc (Mk *) rather than 
amedOeiv (43). In 5280 he has both verbs. He assimilates to 
529 by substituting «i oxavdadife for gay oxavdadrton (Ly), and 
exxowov for adxoyov, and by adding xai Bade do cov; cf. Intro- 
duction, p. xxx. For “life,” see on 7!4.—eis 16 rip 16 aidnov] 
Mk. has: «is tiv yéevvay, eis 76 wip 76 doBeotov. 710 Tip TO aidviov 
is an assimilation to 2541, aiwyos occurs again in 25% of KdAacts, 
and in 1916 29 2546 of fw7. On the idea of everlasting punishment, 
see Volz, /iid. Eschat. p. 287. Cf. Ps-Sol 2° drddAaa aidvios ; 
Enoch 919 “eternal judgement” ; 278 “judgement—continually, for 
ever”; 2211 “punishment and torture for ever”; 671% “fire which 
burns for ever” ; Josephus, Wars, ii. 164, “everlasting punishment” 
(didiw Tipwpia KoAdlec Oar); Ant. xviii. 14, “an everlasting prison” 
(cipypov didiov); Secrets of Enoch 10% hell is “an everlasting 
inheritance” ; /udilees 245% “eternal malediction”; Berakhoth 28° 
(Jochanan ben Zaccai) ‘ All the more should I weep now that 
they are about to lead me before the King of kings, the Holy One, 
blessed be He, who lives and abides for ever, and for ever and 
ever ; whose wrath, if He be wrathful, is an eternal wrath; and if 
He bind me, His binding is an eternal binding; and if He kill 
me, His killing is an eternal killing; whom I cannot placate with 
words, nor bribe with wealth”; Baruch 85!2 “there will be no 
opportunity of returning, nor a limit to the times.” In view of this 
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general drift of contemporaneous thought upon this subject, there 
is no justification for the attempt to weaken the meaning of aiwvios 
in this Gospel. For the questions raised as to the duration of 
punishment in the Rabbinical schools, see Volz. 

M 9. And of thy eye ts causing thee to stumble, pluck it out, and 
cast (it) from thee. It is good for thee with one eye to enter into life, 
than having two eyes to be cast into the Gehenna of fire.| Mk. has: 
“ And if thy eye should be causing thee to stumble, cast it out. It 
is good for thee with one eye to enter into the kingdom of God, 
than having two eyes to be cast into Gehenna, where ‘their 
worm dies not, and the fire is not quenched.’” Mt. assimilates 
to 579 by substituting ei—oxavdadt€e for éav—oxavdahily, coi for cé, 
eee for exBade, and by adding kai Bade ard cod. The addition 
of rot zvpds after yéevvay is an assimilation to 5”? and a substitute 
for Mk v.48, 

L 10. Zake heed, do not despise one of these little ones ; for I say 
to you, That their angels in heaven always see the face of My Father 
who is in heaven.| The editor adds a saying which clearly has 
reference to children, not to adult Christians of childlike faith, 
and is an additional proof that in v.® he still had literal children in 
mind. The ray pixpov trovrwv of v.68 and of this verse probably 
suggested the insertion of this saying here. See note on v.7.— 
Brerover 76 mpdcwrov] Cf. 1 K 108, 2 K 25! To 12% The 
“seeing the face” means that they stand in the immediate presence 
of God. The verse gives an additional reason for reverencing the 
Christlike qualities of children; cf. v.% 

L 12. What think ye? if any man have a hundred sheep, and one 
of them stray, doth he not leave the ninety-nine, and go to the 
mountains and seek that which has strayed ?| 

L 18. And tf it happen that he find it, verily I say to you, that he re- 
Joices more over it, than over the ninety-nine which did not stray.| Lk 
15°" has a similar saying. The parable there illustrates the divine 
love which seeks to reclaim sinners. In Mt. after v.1° and before 
v./4 it apparently illustrates from another point of view the value of 
children in God’s sight. Their angels stand in His presence, and 
He cares for them as a shepherd does for his lost sheep. But this 
can hardly be an original connection. @ 

L 14. So it ts not the will of (before) your Father who ts in heaven, 
that one of these little ones should perish.| Vv.!*14 have probably 
been added here by the editor as a third saying about trav pixpov 
tovrwv ; cf. vy. 10, Even if vv.1014 be interpreted of children in 
faith, ze. recent converts, vv.!21!4 can hardly be in an original 
connection. They presuppose a context such as that in Lk. 
where they would illustrate the divine love, not for children or for 
childlike believers, but for sinners who had strayed away from His 
love. For 6éAnpa éurpoober, cf. 112 eddoxia Eumpoo bev. 
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10. rév puxpdv toirwv] Dbc fil? gl? $3, add rév morevéytwy els 
éué, to assimilate to v.86. The words are very unsuitable here. 

11. FAGe yap 6 vlds Tod dvOpwarov cHoa 7d drodkwdos}] So D a/S? latt. 
Omit 8 B L* 1 13 33 e ff1S'. The verse is interpolated from Lk 19”, 
apparently in order to make some sort of connection between v.!° and !7*¥4, 

15. The thought with which the discourse started was the 
necessity of an unassuming and unpretentious disposition in those 
who hope to enter the kingdom. Children and behaviour towards 
them were the test of this quality, vv.1%. A change was then 
made to the consideration of conduct towards children, and the 
sin of putting stumbling-blocks in their path, v.® Another abrupt 
change due to Mk. introduced the subject of a man who puts 
stumbling-blocks in his own spiritual life, vv.7-% Lastly, in some 
verses added by Mt. to Mk.’s discourse the thought returned to 
the consideration of right conduct towards children (or childlike 
believers ?), vv.1?14. In these last three verses the thought of 
God’s forgiveness of sinners is not prominent. Rather the thought 
emphasised here is that of His love for children (or childlike 
believers ?). But the love of God is most strikingly expressed in 
His forgiveness of sin, and the Evangelist is aware that the 
parable could more appropriately be employed to illustrate His 
forgiving love. This suggests to him the sayings which follow 
about forgiveness as a necessary qualification of the Christian 
character. It seems clear that the juxtaposition of the ideas of 
giving no offence to little ones, v.°, and of forgiving sin, v.15, is 
purely artificial and literary, and that it is due to the editor of 
the Gospel. Now it is noticeable that vv.® 7 15-21 are paralleled 
in Lk 1771-34, That is to say, that both Evangelists connect 
the ideas of giving offence to little ones and of forgiving sin. 
Since a motive for this connection can be discovered in Mt., 
whilst in Lk. it seems purely arbitrary, it seems probable that 
Lk 17! is due to reminiscence of Mt 18. 

15. And if thy brother sin against thee, go convince him between Y, 
thee and him alone; if he hear thee, thou hast gained thy brother. | 
Lk (17°: 4) has: “If thy brother sin, rebuke him ; and if he repent, 
forgive him. And if seven times a day he sin against thee, and 
seven times turn to thee, saying, I repent, thou shalt forgive him.” 
Cf. Zest. Gad 6°" “If he admit his offence and repent, forgive 
him.”—édcyfov] cf. Lev 1917 édeypd edXéyéeus tov tAnoiov cov.— 
petagd cod Kai atrod| isan Aramaism. The thought is of personal 
offences. ‘The Christian disciple is to be reconciled to his offended 
fellow-Christian before he can bring offerings to God, 5724. He 
must also do everything in his power to bring one who has wronged 
him to penitence and to forgiveness. 

16. But if he will not hear (thee), take with thee one or 
two more, that at the mouth of two witnesses or three every word 
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may stand.|—édav 8& pn axovon] ze. if he will not admit his wrong- 
doing and be reconciled to you.—apadaBe peta cod err eva 
7 dvo}] ze. take with you one or two that they may admonish 
him, and be witnesses to the fact that you have made efforts to 
re-establish amity.—éva 7 dvo] in order that the Mosaic “two or 
three” may be satisfied. The two or three are the offended 
Christian and the one or two whom he takes with him. The 
matter is not treated from a strictiy legal point of view, because 
the offended person would not be regarded as a witness in a law 
court. Moreover, the one or two are to witness not to the offence, 
but to the unwillingness of the offender to be reconciled, and to 
the efforts made by the offended party to bring about reconcilia- 
tion. It is probable that the quotation is an addition to the 
original saying made by the Evangelist, or by the compiler of 
his Jewish Christian source. The words quoted are from Dt 1915 
ert oropatos S00 paptipwy Kal él ordpatos TpLOv papTipwv oTHGETAL 
wav pyua. Luc has dvo paptipwv 7 tpiav. 

L 17. But tf he refuse to hear them, tell it to the Church: and tf he 
refuse to hear the Church also, let him be to thee as the Gentile and the 
toll-gatherer.| mapaxovew in the later Greek is to refuse to hear, cf. 
Es 3-8, To 34, Polyb. xxvi. 2. 1, xxx. 18. 2, and Mk 5°6 with Swete’s 
note.—éxxAyoia] see on 168 The Church is the society of 
disciples of Christ who dwell in any place. For é@vixdés and 
teAwvys, see on 54647, The Christian disciple who refuses to be 
reconciled to his fellow-Christian is to be regarded as no true 
member of the Society. 

L 18. Verily I say to you, Whatsoever things you shall bind on earth 
shall be bound tn heaven: and whatsoever things you shall loose on 
earth shall be loosed in heaven.| The saying with the verbs in the 
singular has already been recorded in 16!%, Here it means that 
the decisions of the community regarding what is or is not 
justifiable in its members must be regarded as final. 

L 19. Again I say to you, That if two of you agree upon earth 
concerning anything which they shall ask, it shall be done for them 
rom My Father who ts in the heavens.| This gives the reason for the 
assurance made in v.!8. The decisions of the community will be 
final, because God will hear the petitions of even two Christians 
who agree together. But the verse cannot be in an original 
connection. In y.!8 the agreement presupposed is agreement in 
coming to decisions upon questions which concern the Church’s 
welfare. V.!%is clearly an encouragement to prayer on the ground 
that the agreement of the smallest number in their petitions will 
insure an answer. The “on earth” and ‘in heaven” in both 
verses suggested the insertion of 19 here. Cf. note on v.’, 

L 20. For where two or three are gathered in My name, there 
am I in the midst of them.) That is to say, the prayer of two 
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who are agreed will receive an answer, because Christ is with 
His disciples in their prayer; cf. Sayings of Our Lord, Log. v. : 
“Wherever there are (two) they are not without God, and wherever 
there is one alone I say Iam with him”; Mal 3!6 ‘‘ They that feared 
the Lord spake often the one to the other, and the Lord hearkened 
and heard” ; Adoth 3° “Two that sit together and are occupied in 
the words of the Law have the Shechinah (z.e. the Divine Presence) 
among them.” Cf. 3° and B. Berakhoth 6* quoted by Taylor, 
The Oxyrhynchus Logia, p. 34 f. 

15. els sé) So Da/latt S'S%. The words are wrongly omitted by & 
B I 22 234*, and if not expressed would have to be understood. They are 
not found in Lk 17%, but occur in the next verse. Uzavye is omitted by S! S?, 

20. DS! have this verse in a negative form: ‘‘ For there are not two 
or three gathered together in My name that I am not in the midst of them.” 

21. Then came Peter, and said to Him, Lord, how often shall my L 
brother sin against me, and I shall forgive him? unto seven times ?| 
Lk 174 has: “‘ And if seven times in the day he sin against thee, and 
seven times turn to thee, saying, I repent; thou shalt forgive him.” 
For the introduction of Peter, cf. 1478 1515; and see note on 16!%, 
p. 180. 

22. Jesus saith to him, Not, I say to thee, until seven times ; but, L 
until seventy times seven.| The latter number is meant as an 
indefinitely great one. There is the same literary contrast between 
seven and seventy times seven in Gn 44 LXX. Cf. Moulton, 
p. 98: “A definite a//usion to the Genesis story is highly probable. 
Jesus pointedly sets against the natural man’s craving for seventy- 
sevenfold revenge, the spiritual man’s ambition to exercise the 
privilege of seventy-sevenfold forgiveness.” Dr. Moulton had pre- 
viously said that the meaning ‘seventy-seven times” is unmistakable 
in Genesis. It is very probable that Mt.’s €Bdounkovrakis Exrd is 
modelled on the similar phrase in Genesis, but it seems doubtful 
whether in both passages we should not translate seventy times 
seven, rather than seventy-seven times. In Mt., D has éGdounxov- 
Takis értdkis, an Obvious emendation. Blass renders seventy times 
seven, p. 145. So Wellhausen and Zahn, ¢m Joc. Contrast the 
teaching in the Babylonian Talmud, /oma 86” “ Rabbi Jose ben 
Jehuda said, If a man commits an offence once they forgive him, 
a second time they forgive him, a third time they forgive him, the 
fourth time they do not forgive him: for it is said (here follow Job 
33°? and Am 2°)”; 87° “Rabbi Isaac said, Every one who vexes 
his neighbour, if only in words, must appease him.” ‘‘ Rabbi Jose 
ben Hanina said, He who begs forgiveness from his neighbour 
must not do so more than three times, for it is said” (here follows 
Gn 2!’, in which are here three particles of entreaty). 

23. The editor now inserts a parable to illustrate the necessity 
of forgiveness. 
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L 28. Therefore the kingdom of the heavens ts like toa man, a king, 
who wished to take reckoning with his servants. } pod] See on 
1116,_dvOpoérw Bacrr«t] cf. 201 22? 13°%, Here and in 22? dvOpwzos 
BaoiAeds probably means ‘‘an earthly king,” a grecised form of the 
Jewish ‘king of flesh and blood” which is common in the parables of 
the Talmud and Midrashim.—ovvdpat Adyor] occurs in BU 775, 2nd 
cent. A.D. ; the middle voice in Fayim Towns, p. 261, cvvinppat Adyov 
TO Tarp, 1st cent. A.D. ; and in Ox. Pap: Gis) and cent; Asb 

L 24. And when he began to take account, there was brought to him 
a debtor to the amount of ten thousand talents. |—els dgereryns| Ce. 
Blass, p. 144. And see on 9!8.—ypvpiwy taAavtwv| The talent 
was equivalent to 6000 denarii, or £240. 10,000 talents is, there- 
fore, an enormous sum. We must either suppose that the sum is 
heightened in order to form a literary contrast to the too denarii, 
or suppose that the servants here referred to are the higher officers 
of the king, through whose hands would pass the imperial taxes. 

L 25. And when he was unable to pay, his lord commanded him to 
be sold, and his wife and children, and all that he had, and payment 
to be made. | 

26. Therefore the servant fell down, and did homage to him, 
saying, Lord, have forbearance with me, and I will pay thee all.| 

L 27. And the lord of that servant had compassion on him, and 
absolved him from the debt.) 

L 28. And that servant went out, and found one of his fellow- 
servants, who owed him one hundred denarit.| The denarius was 
worth about eightpence halfpenny. 

And he seized him, and held him by the throat, saying, Pay any- 
thing thou owest. | 

L 29. Therefore his fellow-servant fell down, and besought him, 
saying, Have forbearance with me, and I will pay thee. | 

30. And he would not; but went and cast him into prison, until 
he should pay what was owed. | 

L 81. Therefore his fellow-servants, seeing what had happened, were 
grieved exceedingly, and came and recounted to thetr lord all that had 
happened. |—édurnOnoav opddpa| see on 17”, 

L 32. Then his lord called him, and saith to him, Thou evil servant, 
I forgave thee all that debt, since thou besoughtest me.|—réte] See 
on 27.—dqetAy] occurs in 1 Co 73, Ro 137.3 

L 88. Oughtest not thou to have had pity on thy fellow-servant, as 
L had pity on thee ?) 

L 34. And his lord was angry, and delivered him to the tormentors, 
until he should pay all that was owed. | 

1 For examples from the Papyri, see Deissmann, Bzé. Stud. p. 221. And 
add Ox. Pap. ii. 286. 18 (A.D. 82), 272. 16 (A.D. 66), iv. 719. 24 (A.D. 193), 
736. 75 (A.D. 1); Hayim Towns, 247. The word is not found in literature out- 
side the New Testament. 
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85. So also my heavenly Father will do to you, if ye forgive not L 
each his brother from your hearts. | 

The details of the parable do not seem altogether consistent. 
After v.23 we seem to have a story of a wealthy merchant and his 
slaves, rather than one of a king and his ministers. The story 
has quite probably been adapted by the editor to suit the context. 
But the main point, that an unmerciful disposition will meet with 
the divine wrath, is quite clear. The parable begins with the 
formula ‘‘the kingdom of heaven is like.” This means nothing 
more than that a lesson may be drawn from what follows, which all 
who hope to enter the kingdom should lay to heart. 

E.—XIX. 1-XX. 34. JOURNEY TO JERUSALEM. 

XIX. 1-12. From Mk rol6, 
1. And it came to pass, when Jesus finished these words.| For ® 

the formula, cf. 728 111 1353 261. 
He departed from Galilee, and came into the boundaries of M 

Judea beyond Jordan.| Mk 101! has: “ And He arose thence, and 
cometh into the boundaries of Judza, and beyond Jordan.” —7A6ev | 
for Mk.’s hist. present, as often. The addition of ao tHs TadtAaias 
marks the editor’s perception of a new stage in Mk.’s Gospel. 

2. And there followed Him many multitudes; and He healed them M 
there.| Mk. has: “‘And there journey with Him (?) again multitudes; 
and as He was wont, He was teaching them.”—7xoAovdnoav| Mt, 
as often, avoids the hist. pres. cvvropevovrat. He omits Mk’s Semitic 
avaortds as in 1524= Mk 774 and 26° = Mk 145”, and omits also, as 
often, Mk.’s rdAw.—eOeparevoev] The editor substitutes healin 
for teaching in 1414= Mk 6%, and in 2114= Mk 1118.—6yAou Be 
For the addition of zoAXoi, cf. 42 81-18 132 1530, 

In Mk. most MSS. have ouvropevovrar mddw dyAot. This is 
the only occurrence in Mk. of the plural 6yAou. But DS! abc ff} 
ikq have the singular. ovvyropevec$ar occurs only here in Mk. 
D has ouvépxerat, cf. Mk 3%. cuvropevec Oar zpds is awkward, and 
the reading of D a/ may be original. 

8. And there came to Him Pharisees, tempting Him, and saying, M 
Is it lawful to put away a wife for every cause ?| Mk. has: “ And 
Pharisees came and were questioning Him, if it is lawful for a 
man to put away a wife, tempting Him.” At first sight Mt. seems 
more likely to be original than Mk. The Jews did not question 
the legality of divorce. That was legalised by Dt 241% But 
they debated about the scope and limits of reasons for divorce. 
Cf. Gittin 90°, where the views of the schools of Hillel and of 
Shammai are given. The former allowed divorce for trivial offences, 
the latter only for some unchaste act. But it is clear that Mt. is edit- 
ing Mk., and that in xara wacayv airiay and (ci) a €i ropveia, v.®, he 
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has inserted into Mk.’s narrative matter which is really inconsistent 
with it. In Mk. the Pharisees first put their leading question, Is 
it lawful to divorce a wife? They themselves would have no doubt 
of the legality of this, but they test Christ (aepafovres, Mk 2), 
knowing probably from previous utterances of His that He would 
reply in words which would seem directly to challenge the Mosaic 
law. Cf. His criticism of the distinction between clean and unclean 
meats, Mk 71423, Christ answers with the expected reference to the 
law, What did Moses command? They state the Old Testament 
law. Moses sanctioned divorce. Christ at once makes His 
position clear. The law upon this point was an accommodation 
to a rude state of society. But a prior and higher law is to be 
found in the Creation narrative, ‘‘ Male and female He created 
them,” Gn 177 LXX, ze. God created the two sexes that they 
might be united in the marriage bond, which is, therefore, ideally 
indissoluble. In answer to a further question of His disciples, 
the Lord enforces the lesson. A man who puts away his wife and 
marries another commits adultery. A woman who puts away her 
husband and marries another commits adultery. Upon this point 
Christ’s teaching passes beyond the ordinary conditions of Jewish 
society. No woman could divorce her husband by Jewish law. 
But that is no reason why the Lord should not have expressed 
himself as Mk. records. ‘There were exceptional cases of divorce 
by women in Palestine. Cf. Salome, Jos. Ant. xv. 259: “She 
sent him (Costobar) a bill of divorce, though this was against the 
Jewish law (and dissolved her marriage with him).” And there 
is no reason why He may not have been acquainted with the 
possibility of divorce by women in the West, or why, even if He 
had not this in view, He may not have emphasised His point by 
stating the wrongfulness of divorce on either side of the marriage 
tie. All this is logical and consistent. Compare with it Mt.’s 
account. The Pharisees are represented as inquiring, Is it lawful 
to put away a wife on any pretext? Christ answers as in Mk., that 
marriage from an ideal standpoint is indissoluble. The Pharisees 
appeal to the law against this judgement. In reply we should 
expect the Lord, as in Mk., to state the accommodating and 
secondary character of the legal sanction of divorce, and to reaffirm 
the sanctity of marriage. But instead, He is represented as affirm- 
ing that wopvea constitutes an exception. Thus He tacitly takes 
sides with the severer school of Jewish interpretation of Dt 24, and 
acknowledges the permanent validity of that law thus interpreted 
in a strict sense, which immediately before He had criticised as an 
accommodation to a rude state of social life. ‘This inconsistency 
shows that Mk. is here original, and that xara wa@cay airiay and (ei) py 
€vi tropveta are insertions by the editor of Mt. into Mk.’s narrative. 
The motive of these insertions can only be conjectured. But in 
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view of other features of the Gospel, it is probable that the editor 
was a Jewish Christian who has here judaised, or rather rabbinised 
Christ’s sayings.!_ Just as he has so arranged 151°20 as to represent 
Christ’s attitude to the law to be that of the Rabbinical Jews, who 
regarded every letter of the law as permanently valid, so here he 
has so shaped Christ’s teaching about divorce as to make it con- 
sonant with the permanent validity of the Pentateuchal law, and 
harmonious with the stricter school of Jewish theologians. It is 
probably to the same strain in the editor’s character, the same 
Jewish Christian jealousy for the honour of the law and for the 
privileges of the Jewish people, that the prominence given to Peter 
(see on 16!%, p. 180), and the preservation of such sayings as 
105-6. 23 is due. And to the same source may probably be attri- 
buted the judaising of Christ’s language, in such expressions as “‘ the 
kingdom of the heavens,” ‘‘ The Father who is in the heavens.” 

3. ei efeotw] See note on 12!°.—xard racay airiar| cf. Jos. 
Ant, iv. 253: yuvaixds S& THs cvvotKovons Bovddmevos dialevyOjvac 
kal’ dodnrorotv airias. 

4. And He answered and said, Have ye not read, that them 
Creator from the beginning made them male and female?| Mk. has: 
“But from the beginning of the creation male and female He 
made them.” 6 xricas am apxns is an adaptation to suit the 
altered order of Mk.’s am’ dpxjs xricews, for which cf. Pesikta 
R. K. 21 (Wiinsche, p. 205): ody Sy inva ndnnn.2  dpcev Kal 
O7Av erotnoe avrovs is a quotation from the LXX of Gn 177 52, 

5. And said, For this cause shall a man leave the father and theM 
mother, and shall be joined to his wife ; and the two shall become one 
fiesh.| Mk. has no “and said,” and omits the second clause of 
the quotation. The editor has inserted xat etrev to separate the 
two quotations, and inserts the clause omitted by Mk. The 
passage comes from the LXX (the Hebrew has no “two”) of 
Gn 224, which has airod after zatépa and after pyrépa. Luc omits 
the second atrod. So Mk. Mt. omits both. 

The idea involved in the verses seems to be that God created a 
single pair, who were therefore destined for one another. It was also 
written that a man should forsake his parents and cleave to his wife, 
and that he and his wife should be one flesh. In other words, married 
couples were in respect of unity, as the first pair created by God, 
destined for one another. Divorce, therefore, should be out of the 
question. ‘This conclusion is expressed in the next verse. 

6. So that they are no longer two, but one flesh. What therefore M 
God joined together, let not man separate.| So Mk. Divorce, 
therefore, is from an ideal standpoint not to be thought of. 

7. They say to Him, Why then did Moses command to give a billM 

1 See also p. 167, note I. 
2 Cf. also Ass.. Mos 11" 124 ab initio creature orbis terrarum. 
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of divorce, and put away (a wife)?| In Mk. this clause occurs 
earlier in the narrative in the form, ‘‘ And he answered and said, 
What did Moses command you? And they said, Moses allowed 
us to write a bill of divorce, and to put away (a wife)” Mt., as 
usual, avoids the question in the mouth of the Lord. No Jew 
would regard Dt 24!" as anything else than a Mosaic command to 
adopt certain forms in cases of divorce. And yet, as grammatically 
construed, the passage does not command the giving of a bill of 
divorce, but assumes that as a matter of practice it will under 
certain circumstances be given. See Driver, i Joc. 

8. He saith to them, that Moses for the hardness of your heart 
allowed you to put away your wives, but from the beginning tt hath 
not been} so.| ‘That is to say, the toleration of divorce by the law is 
a departure from the high standard of morality presupposed in 
the creation of a single pair. Divorce is a bad custom which 
has grown up amongst a degenerate people, and the Mosaic law 
tolerated it as an accommodation to a low level of moral custom. 
Mk. has: “And Jesus said, For the hardness of your heart he 
wrote for you this commandment.” 

9. Mk. has here: ‘‘ And in the house again, the disciples were 
asking Him about this.” Mt., as elsewhere, omits Mk.’s vague 
references to a house. See on g! 15}. 21 1719, 

M 9. Lut I say to you, that whosoever shall putaway his wife, save 
for fornication, and shall marry another, commits adultery.| Mk. 
has: ‘‘ And He saith to them, Whosoever shall put away his wife, 
and shall marry another, commits adultery against her. And if she 
who has put away her husband shall marry another, she commits 
adultery.” —Aé€yw dé] for Mk.’s cai A€yer, to make an antithesis with 
v.8, cf. Introduction, p. xxxi. The editor omits the last clause 
as inconsistent with Jewish custom. See on v.%. Some of the 
copyists of Mk. have also found it inconvenient, and modified it 
so as to get rid of the conception of divorce by a woman. See 
critical note in Swete. A parallel to this saying has already been 
recorded in 5°. See note there. 

And he who marries her that ts put away, commits adultery. | 
This clause is notin Mk. If genuine (see below), it may be meant 
to compensate for the omission of Mk ?2. 

E 10. Zhe disciples say to him, Lf the reason (of divorce) between a 
man and his wife be so, tt is not convenient to marry.| The editor 
adds three verses which are not in Mk. Vv. 11 are probably an 
editorial link to connect 2 with the preceding. airia refers back to 
aizia of v.8, Ifthe cause or reason of divorce between man and 
wife be so, z.e. if it is to be limited to unchaste acts, it is better 

1 yéyovev. For the perfect cf. 217, Dn 12! Th. It seems to mean ‘‘ Moses 
indeed tolerated divorce ; but from the creation onwards it was not and never 
has been the Divine intention. Behind the Mosaic toleration lay always the 
ideal implied in Gn 1” 52, ; 
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not to marry, because marriage with a woman of bad temper or 
malicious tcnzue, ¢.g., is in that case an intolerable burden which 
cannot be thrown off. 

ll. And He said to them, All do not receive this saying, but those © 
to whom it has been given.) That is, “what you say about the 
expediency of abstaining from marriage has some truth in it. But 
it is not practicable for all men, but only for some for whom pro- 
vidence has so destined it, eg. physical eunuchs, and those who 
abstain from marriage in order to obey a religious call. If a man 
feels himself called to do so, let him.” It is clear that if the passage 
be so interpreted, the disciples instead of receiving an explanation 
and solution of their difficulty that marriage without facility for 
divorce would be a burden, receive what amounts to a commenda- 
tion of abstention from marriage for the kingdom’s sake. In other 
words, whilst vv.1® are calculated to heighten the conception of 
marriage, vv.'9-12 are clearly intended to increase respect for those 
who renounce marriage. This can hardly be an original connec- 
tion. V.1? is probably added here by the editor simply because it 
is concerned in a negative way with the subject of marriage, which 
has been the subject of vv.!. 

If v.11 be a historical saying of Christ, it looks very much as 
though it were originally connected with the exposition of Christ’s 
about divorce as given in Mk., and not with this teaching as 
modified by Mt. For the saying of the disciples, that if Christ’s 
exposition of the question of divorce were to hold good, marriage 
would be a burden better left alone, seems to arise naturally 
enough from the strict teaching that divorce is not permissible, 
whilst it is very unexpected in the mouths of Christ’s disciples as a 
protest against the doctrine that divorce should be limited to cases 
of adultery. Could not Christ’s disciples endure what the disciples 
of Shammai submitted to? 

It might be possible to interpret the passage in a different 
direction by referring rév Adyov rotrov not to the question of the 
disciples, but to the statement by the Lord of the indissoluble 
character of the marriage bond, wv.!*. ‘Not all can receive this 
estimation in their understanding and carry it into practice in 
their life, but those to whom it has been given by the divine grace. 
But these can receive it ; for just as there are physical eunuchs, so 
there are spiritual eunuchs, who, knowing marriage to be a sacred 
and indissoluble bond, abstain from it for the purpose of dedicating 
their lives to the kingdom.” But the logical consequence of “not 
all receive this saying (vv.!-) but those to whom it has been given,” 
is zot for there are some who abstain from marriage, 4u¢ for there 
are some who recognise the sacred nature of the bond, and live 
married lives without recourse to divorce. The whole section in 
Mt. suffers trom inconsistency of thought due to literary revision 
and compilation. (ei) sa émt wopveia is inconsistent with v.®, and 
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whilst this verse, and the whole paragraph, !*, exalts marriage as an 
institution of the Creator ; v.12, without depreciating it, emphasises 
the duty of renouncing it under certain circumstances.— xwpeiv] ‘to 
contain,” then of the mind ‘‘to contain,” “receive,” “hold”: the 
saying is too sweeping to be universally received and practised.— 
tov Adyov Tovrov] (see above) either the dictum that it is better not 
to marry, or less probably the exposition of Christ that marriage is 
a permanent bond, and should be unbroken by divorce, vv.48,— 
ois d€dorar] See on 131. byiv dédorar are those who have received 
spiritual insight, which enables them to receive and practise the 
high standard involved in “this saying.” 

L 12. For there are eunuchs who were born so from their mothers 
womb, and there are eunuchs who were made eunuchs by men, and 
there are eunuchs who made themselves eunuchs for the kingdom of 
the heavens. He who can receive it, let him receive it.| The verse 
explains what is meant by ois dédorar. Some there are to whom 
the spiritual capacity to recognise the truth of ‘this saying”’ 
and to practise it has been given. For just as there are 
physical eunuchs, ze. men for whom natural infirmity or the 
cruelty of men has made marriage impossible, so that for them the 
saying “better not to marry” is a necessary truism ; so there are 
some who have made themselves spiritual eunuchs, #.e. have 
renounced marriage for the sake of the kingdom, z.e. because the 
calls of religious duty have made marriage inexpedient. To such 
as these spiritual insight has been given which enables them to 
realise that it is better not to marry. For renunciation of earthly 
blessings for the sake of the kingdom, cf. vv.?8 29, The Lord may 
have had in mind such instances of the renunciation of marriage as 
the Essenes, or John the Baptist, or some among His disciples. 

83. mpocedOdvres Papicaio.] The words are omitted from Mk. by D S!abk. 
If they are not genuine there, Mt. has inserted them. For his partiality for 
mpocépxerOar, see on 4°; and for the insertion of the Pharisees, cf. 22° 41, 
and Introduction, p. Ixxviii. 

4. dxricas] So Bi 22 33 124. xrloas is probably a reminiscence of 
Mk 10%, and is probably genuine. —é moujoas] of 8 C D Z a/ SS? latt, though 
strongly attested, is probably an assimilation to the following émolncev, and to 
the LXX of Gn 1%, S!S* have: ‘‘ Have ye not read that He that made 
the male from the beginning, the female also made?” This is not the original 
text (Merx), but a clumsy translation which necessitates the omission of avrovs 
at the end of the clause.—dpcev kal Ov érolncev abrovs] is taken by the 
editor from Mk. If he had wished to suggest the complete equality of the 
sexes by omitting avrovs, he would also have changed the order of the words 
to make this clear. «at elev is added by Mt. to separate the two quotations. 
It is omitted by S!, but after the change of Mk.’s xrlcews into 6 xrlcas it 
suitably introduces the following quotation as a direct command of the 
Creator expressed in the words of Scripture. S! ff omit é& dpyjs. 

7. Soiva] S'S? introduce a subject ‘‘ that he that would dismiss his wife 
should give,” etc. 

9. The passage in Mk. runs: 8s ay drodton Thy yuvaixa avrod Kal yaujon 
GrrAnv porxarae em’ abryv: kal édy ait) dmodvcaca Tov dvbpa airfs yaunoy 
&idXov woxarat This has given trouble to the Syriac and Latin translators, 
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who substitute desertion for divorce in the second clause. So S!, who also 
transposes the clauses: ‘‘ That woman which leaveth her husband and 
becometh ¢he wife of another doth indeed commit adultery, and that man 
which leaveth his wife and taketh another doth indeed commit adultery ” 
(Burkitt). D has xal éav yuvh e£€XOn awd rod avdpds, and so in substance 
dabcff? Wellh. Mt. inserts (ed) ui él wopvela after yuvaixa at’rod, and omits 
the harsh é’ a’r#jv. He also omits the whole of the second clause. 

B D S? 133 latt assimilate to 5°? by substituting mapexrds Aéyou wropvelas for 
(el) uh ert ropvela. BC* N further assimilate to 5% by substituting moe? adrjy 
potxevOjvac for woxara.! BN also omit xal yaurjoy 4\dAnv for the same 
reason. S? adds ‘‘against her,” to assimilate to Mk. 

kal 6 dmodedupévny yautoas poxadra] is omitted by ~C*DLSS!} 
S*abeff'g'h. It seems to be a further assimilation to 5°. 

13-22. From Mk 1018-22, 
18. Then were there brought children to Him, in order that He™ 

might place His hands upon them, and pray; and the disciples 
rebuked them.| Mk. has: “ And they were bringing children to 
Him, in order that He might touch them ; and the disciples were 
rebuking them.”—rdre] see on 27.—poonvéxGnoav] Mk. has 
mpocepepov. Mt. substitutes aor. for imperf., as often. For Mt.’s 
preference for passive verbs, see on 4!; and cf. jvéx6y, 144, for 
nveyxev Mk. 678.—1as xelpas ériO7 airois kal tpooedEqrar] Mk. has 
simply airav aynra. Mt.’s words are an editorial explanation. 
—éretipynoay | aor. for Mk.’s imperf. (A D a/latt (so also Lk. 8 B a/), 
but 8 B ézeriuyoay), as often. 

14. And Jesus said, Allow the children, and forbid them not, toM 
come to Me: for of such is the kingdom of the heavens.| Mk. has: 
** And Jesus saw and was vexed, and said to them, Allow the 
children to come to Me; do not forbid them: for of such is 
the kingdom of God.” It is usual with Mt. to omit verbs like 
jyavaxtyoev as applied to Christ; see on 8% and 15%, and Intro- 
duction, p. xxxi.—xal 7 Kwdvere] Mk. rather frequently in the 
latter part of his Gospel has no connecting link between sayings. 
Mt. generally supplies a particle. Lk. also has xai here.—rév 
Toovtwy éotiv 7 Bacirela Tdv otpavav] z.e. many qualities character- 
istic of childhood are necessary to admit people into the kingdom. 
See on 185-5, 

15. Mt. here omits Mk v.15. He has anticipated it in 1884+: MW 
And having laid His hands upon them, He departed thence.| Mk. 
has: ‘‘ And having taken them in His arms, He was blessing them, 
having laid His hands upon them. And as He was going forth 
to travel” (eis éd0v). Mt. omits Mk.’s evayxadioduevos, as in 18. 

16. The connection of sections in Mk. 10 is probably purely 
topical. The relation of Christianity to the marriage ques- 
tion (112) suggested the incident of the children (1516), and the 

1 It would be natural to suppose that wapexrds Aéyou mropvelas is original here, 
if it were not that we should then have to explain why (el) uh éml opvela has 
been substituted here only, and not in 5°, The two phrases may be alternative 
renderings by the editor of the *my 737 of the school of Shammai. See on 5%, 
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relation of Christianity to wealth (17-27) followed naturally enough. 
Mt. simply follows Mk.’s guidance. 

Mu And, behold, one came to Him, and said, Teacher, what good thing 
shall I do, that I may have eternal life?| Mk. has: ‘And as He was 
going forth into the way, there ran one, and, kneeling down before 
Him, was asking Him, Good Teacher, what shall I do that I may 
inherit eternal life?” —éropevOy éxetGev cai iSov] for Mk.’s kai éxzropev- 
opévou eis 6d0v. For xai idov, see on 17°.—els rpoceA Pav ard etre] 
abbreviates Mk.’s mpocdpapav els xal yovurerjoas aitoy érnpwra 
airév. For mpooeAdav, see on 4°.—diddoxade] Mt., in view of 
his modification of the next verse of Mk., transposes “ good ” from 
“Teacher” to “what.”.—ox@ fwiv aidviov] For “eternal life,” 
see Dalm. Words, p. 156; Volz, Jiéid. Eschat. p. 368. Mk. has 
kAnpovopjnow, “Inheritance” is a common Jewish metaphor, to 
express participation in the blessings of the future; cf. Dalm. 
Words, 125 ff.; Volz, Jud. Eschat. p. 306. 

M 17. And He said to him, Why askest thou Me about the good? 
One is the good. But tf thou wilt enter into life, keep the com- 
mandments.| Mk. has: “ And Jesus said to him, Why callest 
thou Me good? No one is good save one, God. Thou knowest 
the commandments.” Mt.’s changes are probably intentional, to 
avoid the rejection by Christ of the title ‘ good,” and the apparent 
distinction made between Himself and God. In Mk. the meaning 
seems to be, ‘Why go out of your way to call one whom you 
regard as a human Teacher ‘good’? Goodness is a quality of 
character, and belongs in any full sense to God alone. But God’s 
goodness is revealed in His commandments, and inheritance of 
eternal life depends upon keeping them.” Thus the words begin as 
a rebuke for the thoughtless use of the epithet “‘ good,” and end as 
an answer to the question, “ What shall I do,” etc. Mt., by placing 
“500d” in the main question, is obliged to treat all that follows as 
a direct answer to the question. The sequence of thought seems 
to be, ‘‘ Why askest thou Me about the good? One is good,” ze. 
“the good” is not an independent and limited quantity in life which 
can be ascertained and “done.” It is an attribute of character, 
and that the divine character. But the goodness of the divine 
nature is revealed in His commandments. In order to make clear 
this last thought, which is already implied in Mk., the editor 
substitutes “ But if thou wilt enter into life, keep the command- 
ments,” for Mk.’s “ thou knowest the commandments.” 

For rypetv, cf. 23° “keep,” z.e. a continual process, not a single 
act which can be begun and ended (ri woujow ayafov), as a 
necessary preliminary to entry into life. 

M 18. He saith to Him, Ofwhat sort? And Jesus said, Thou shalt 
not kill, Thou shalt not commit adultery, Thou shalt not steal, Thou 
shalt not bear false witness, Honour father and mother; and, Thou 
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shalt love thy neighbour as thyself} Mk. has: “Do not kill, Do 
not commit adultery, Do not steal, Do not bear false witness, 
Do not defraud.” Mt. takes a severer view of the character of the 
questioner than Mk. By representing him as asking, ‘‘ What good 
thing shall I do that I may have eternal life?” he makes the 
question more unintelligent than it isin Mk. Here, by inserting 
Aéyec—r0, he emphasises the man’s obtuseness. In v.”°, by putting 
into his mouth, ‘What lack I yet?” he attributes to him self- 
sufficiency. And he omits altogether Mk v.24% Compare the 
treatment in Mt 225440 of the questioner described in Mk 1228-34, 
motas may mean, ‘‘What sort of commandment?” cf. 22°6 Or 
motos may be hardly distinguishable from ris, “* Which command- 
ments?” cf. Blass, p. 176; Win.-Schm. p. 241. See on 24!2.— 
ov dovevoets, k.t.A.] Mk. has pa povevons, x.7.A. After pa Wevdo- 
paptupyons, Mk. has px) droorepyoys (SON A B?C D Jatt). This may 
be a reminiscence of Ex 219, or Dt 2414 (LXX A F), or Ecclus 4}, 
Mt. omits it (ifit was in his text of Mk., but B S! omit there), and 
substitutes after “honour father and mother,” ‘‘thou shalt love thy 
neighbour as thyself.” This comes from Lv 1918, and occurs again 
in 22399=Mk 123!=Lk 1027, whence it is here taken. The first 
four clauses come from Ex 20!%16 or Dt 517-20, In Mk. the order 
py pox. wy pov. is attested by A N X a/ latt, but yy dor. pH porx. 
in 8? BC a/Sl. Mt. has this latter order, which is that of the 
Massoretic Text of Ex. and Dt., and of the LXX AF. In. Ex. B 
has od porx. od KAW. od dov., and in Dt. od porx. od gov. od Kray. 
Thus Mk. (x? B C a/ S!) and Mt. agree in order with the Heb. 
(M.T.) and the LXX (A F Luc). The other order, od pory. ov 
gov. ov xAewW., represented by Mk. (A N X a/ latt), Lk 18°", LXX 
(B in Dt.), Philo, is now supported by the Hebrew Papyrus 
published in the Proceedings of the Society of Biblical Archeology, 
Xxv. pt. i. pp. 34-56. Mk. has the conjunctive for the indicative 
of the LXX. Mt. assimilates to the LXX. 

19. tipa tov rarépa kal tiv pytépa] Mk. has cov after rarépa, M 
and in Ex. LXX B omits the second gov. Mt. (x B C* D a/) omits 
the pronoun altogether as in 154. It is twice inserted by S! S? and 
some old latt, but can hardly be genuine. This is surprising, since 
the tendency in Mt. is to assimilate Mk.’s quotations to LXX, not 
to deviate from it. 

20. The young man saith to Him, All these things I observed: M 
what lack I yet?| Mk. has: “And he said, Teacher, all these 
things I observed from my youth.”—6 veavicxos] Mt. has formed 
a nominative for the verb out of Mk.’s é« vedrntés pov, which 
he omits. He also omits Mk.’s didacxade, and has édvAaga for 
épvrAagaunv.! The former is the New Testament form elsewhere ; 

1 Weiss renders this in Mk. ‘‘ From all these I guarded myself.” See 
Meyer’s Comm. 6th ed. 7m /oc., and cf. Ac 2A: 

14 
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ef.) Lk.118\288) Jn, 23%, Ac 7537641207}, Roo Gal. 6!) nada 
670, o Ti 11214,+/ éru borepH| is formed out of Mk.’s & ce iorepet 
in | ¢ next verse. See on v.". 

M 21. Jesus said to him, If thou wishest to be perfect, go sell thy 
possessions, and give to the poor, and thou shalt have treasure in 
heaven: and come follow Me.| Mk. has: “And Jesus looking on 
him loved him, and said to him, One thing is lacking to thee: 
go sell whatsoever thou hast, and give to the poor, and thou shalt 
have treasure in heaven: and come follow Me.” Mt. omits the 
first clause, in accordance with his tendency to drop out clauses 
which attribute emotion to the Lord; cf. on 83, and Introduction, 
p. xxxl. Moreover, the questioner, as described by Mt., with his 
obtuse self-complacency, was not lovable. Mt. substitutes: “ But 
if thou wilt be perfect.” What could be said to a man of this 
sort, one who conceived of eternal life as something to be acquired 
by merit, as a day labourer earns a wage; one who regarded 
“goodness” as a definite and ascertainable quantity which could 
be worked off; one who so misunderstood the commandments, 
and so deceived himself as to suppose that he had kept them; 
one who could ask the question, What doI yet lack? “If thou 
wilt be perfect,” says the Lord. The words are, of course, a 
descent to the level of the questioner. He thought of perfection 
as attainable by works, and the Lord took him at his own estima- 
tion, and proposed to him a task which would not lead him to 
perfection, but which would do one of two things. If he obeyed, 
he might learn in the service of Christ something of the spirit 
of the gospel, which sets before men the ideal of the divine 
perfection, 58, and which can never conceive of perfection as a 
goal reached ; cf. Lk 171°. If he found the task too hard for him, 
he would have learned to be less confident of his own capacity 
to do the one thing needful for inheritance of eternal life. 

For réXeos, cf. 548.—cov ra tadpxovta] for Mk.’s doa éxets. 
Ta vrdapxovra occurs in 2447 2514, never in Mk., but often in Lk. 

M 22. And the young man when he heard this saying went away 
grieved: for he had great possessions.| Mk. has: “ But his coun- 
tenance fell at the saying, and he went away sorrowful: for he 
had great possessions.” Mt. omits Mk.’s strong word orvyvacas, 
with its implication of unwillingness to obey Christ’s command, just 
as he omits Mk 1 with its direct disobedience of Christ’s word. 

16-22. The section with its striking deviations from Mk. is 
most easily explained as being derived from the second Gospel. 
The alteration in v.!7 seems clearly secondary as compared with 
Mk. On the other hand, the insertions in vv.17 1% 21, and the double - 
historic present vv.18 20, might seem to point to another source, 
but are insufficient as a proof of such a source. 

Lk. has some points of agreement with Mt. against Mk 
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Both have epvdaga (Lk. s A BL) for épvdAagauyv, both have 
ovpavots for ovparg, both omit orvyvdoas and substitute dxovras, 
both omit pi) aroorepnoys, and both omit éuBrAdpas atta Hyaryce 
airév. These agreements are not sufficient to make a second 
source necessary. 

16. diddoxarke] CE al S! S? latt add dya6é, assimilating to Mk 10!7,— 
Tl dyabbv] dyabdy is omitted by S! S? ff? 238 248 for the same reason. 

17. ri we épwrgs epi rod dyao0] SoNBDLS!S?latt. C E a/assimi- 
late to Mk. 

els éorly 6 aya0és] NBDLr 22 S!a; and with 6 déosbcffi?S% CE 
ai assimilate to Mk. 

In these verses Mt.’s omission of dya0é after duddcxaXe, his insertion of 
aya0ov after tl, his change of Mk.’s rl pe Aéyers ayabor into rl we epwrgs 
mepl To ayaGod, and his change of ovdels dya6os el wi els 6 Geds into els eorly 
6 ayaOés, seem clearly due to a desire to warn readers of Mk. that the Lord 
did not refuse, as applied to Himself, a title which He admitted as applicable 
to God, and did not draw a sharp distinction between Himself and God. 
That these changes are due to Mt. himself rather than to the copyists of his 
Gospel, is suggested by the changes made by Mt. in the text of Mk., which 
are collected on pp. xxxi, xxxii of the Introduction. 

The later copyists of the Gospel have assimilated the passage to the text 
of Mk. 

20. égidata] N°>CDalS!S*abce fi*hq add é« vedryrés wou from 
Mk.—zl én borep@] Om. S}. 

21. év odpayois}] BCD. But NE F have éy ovpay@ as in 6%. S? adds, 
‘and take thy Cross.” The words are added in Mk. by AN X a/aqS}. 

23-30. = Mk 1073-81, 
28. And Jesus said to His disciples, Verily I say to you, That™M 

a rich man shall hardly enter into the kingdom of the heavens. And 
again I say to you.| Mk. has: ‘And Jesus looking round saith 
to His disciples, How hardly shall they who have riches enter 
into the kingdom of God. And the disciples were amazed at 
His words. And Jesus again answering saith to them, Children, 
how hard it is to enter into the kingdom of God.” Mt. by 
abbreviating avoids the redundancy of Mk., cf. Introduction, 
p. xxiv; and also the amazement of the disciples, cf. Introduction, 
p. Xxxlv. dA is a reminiscence of the clauses omitted from Mk. 

dvoxdAws] isan uncommon word. dévexoAta occurs in Job 34° ; 
dvoKodos, Jer 498, Ezk 2° (Th); Ditt. Sy//. 213. 33, dvoxddAwv 
katpov, and in Galen, Arist., Plato, Xenophon, and other writers. 

24. Jt is easier for a camel to enter through the eye of a needle, M 
than for a rich man into the kingdom of the heavens.) Mk. has: “It 
is easier for a camel to pass through the hole of a needle, than for a 
rich man to enter into the kingdom of God. Hes see on 
9°.—rtpypatos| for Mk.’s late and rare tpypaAras. —cicedbeiv] Mt. 
avoids the duplication of the verb dceAGety, eioeA ety in Mk.—fa pis] 
add to the examples in Lexicons, Ox. Pap. iv. 736. 75, (A.D. 1). 

25. And the disciples when they heard it, were very astonished, M 
saying, Who then can be saved?| Mk. has: “And they were 
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exceedingly astonished, saying to Him, And who can be saved?” 
Mt. inserts dxovoavres and pafyrat, substitutes his favourite ofddpa 
for Mk.’s stronger wepioca@s, Omits zpos airdv, and substitutes tis 
dpa for kat tis. For tis apa, cf. 18! 19% 24%, Mk 4. For 
Mk.’s zpos airév, see Abbott, Johannine Grammar, 2366° 

M 26. And Jesus looking upon (them) said to them, With men this ts 
impossible ; but with God all things are possible.| Mk. has: “ Jesus 
looked upon them and saith, With men it is impossible, but not 
with God. For all things are possible with God.” Mt. inserts a 
conjunction, and substitutes a past tense for A€ye, as often. He 
omits the redundant aAX’ od mapa Ged: cf. Introduction, p. xxiv. 

M 27. Then Peter answered and said to Him, Behold, we have left 
all things, and followed Thee ; what then shall we have?) Mk. has: 
“Peter began to say to Him, Behold, we have left all things, and 
followed Thee.”—rére] Mt. avoids Mk.’s abruptness and his jpéaro. 
His insertion of ri dpa éorar jyiv seems intended to relieve the 
ambiguity of S. Peter’s statement as recorded in Mk., where ‘‘ Behold 
we,” etc., is a half-interrogative statement evidently intended to pro- 
voke comment. ‘We have done what the young man could not 
bring himself to do (v.22). What reward in heaven shall we have?” 

M 28. And Jesus said to them, Verily I say to you, That.| Mk. has: 
“Jesus said, Verily I say to you.” Mt. avoids Mk.’s abruptness. 

Mt. here inserts the following: 
L Ye who have followed Me, in the regeneration when the Son of 
Man shall stt on the throne of Hts glory, ye also shall sit on twelve 
thrones, judging the twelve tribes of Israel.| ‘.k. has somewhat 
similar words in 22%°-9°,—7radwyeveoia] After the advent of the 
Messiah the Jews expected the creation of a new heaven and new 
earth. Cf. Is 65!" 66%, Dt 321? (Onq:), Apoc. Bar 22°) ene 
mighty One will renew His creation”; 441% “‘the new world,” cf. 
Charles’ note on 328 aduyeveoria is used by Philo, Vita Mos. 
li. 12, of the renewal of the world after the Flood, and de Mund. 
xv. of the restoration of the world after being burned. There 
seems to be no exact Aramaic equivalent. According to Dalman, 
Words, p. 177, “new world” would be the nearest.—srav xabion, 
x.7.X.] cf. Enoch 625 “ Pain will seize them when they see that Son ot 
Man sit on the throne of His glory”; and see on 1627.—q@vAdas Tod 
"Iopana] z.e. those to whom they had preached the gospel ; cf. 10% 7. 

M 29. And every one who hath left houses, or brethren, or sisters, 
or father, or mother, or children, or lands, for My name’s sake, shall 
receive a hundredfold, and shall inherit eternal life.) Mk. has: 
“There is no one who hath left house, or brethren, or sisters, 
or father, or mother, or children, or lands, for My sake, and for 
the gospel’s sake, but he shall receive an hundredfold now in 
this present time, houses, and brethren, and sisters, and mothers, 
and children, and lands, with persecutions ; and in the coming age 
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eternal life.” Mt. avoids Mk.’s harsh construction, ovddels gor ds 
adnkev—eav py AdBy. In Mk v.*° the thought is of the many 
advantages of incorporation into the Christian society. In it the 
convert should find fresh ties and new interests more satisfying 
than those from which he had cut himself adrift; cf. 1 Co 321. 
But in Mt.’s connection, after the insertion of v.28, the whole 
emphasis is on the future reward in the raAwyeveoia. This is why 
Mt. omits Mk.’s viv év 7G Kaip@ Tovtw—Owwypav, for which his 
KAnpovouyoe. is a sort of substitute. The Apostles should sit on 
thrones ; but even the humblest disciple should receive a manifold 
compensation, and inherit an estate greater than any which he had 
abandoned, namely, life everlasting. 

30. Lut many first shall be last; and last first.| The con-M 
nection of this clause with the preceding is obscure both in Mt. 
and in Mk. It would seem that the zoAAoé must refer to Christian 
disciples. All will inherit life everlasting, but many who are now 
first shall then be last. It seems best (with Swete) to understand 
the words as a rebuke to the self-complacent spirit implied in S. 
Peter’s words: ‘‘It may be difficult for the rich to enter into the 
Kingdom, but we who have left all are in no danger of exclusion.” 
Christ’s words are a warrant for this confidence, and at the same 
time a rebuke and a warning. The ambiguity lies in the “ first ” 
and “last.” Does He mean “ Many who first became My disciples 
will find greater difficulty of entry than many who followed Me at 
a later period”? Or is the zp@rou used of rank rather than of 
time: ‘‘ Many who now seem to hold a position of privilege will 
then find themselves in the lowest place”? Lk. (13°) has similar 
words in a different connection, and the saying occurs in the ew 
Sayings of Jesus from Oxyrhynchus, \\. 25-27 in a doubtful context. 

23-30. Mt. and Lk. in this section have a number of small 
points of agreement against Mk. 

£.g.: Mt %=Lk 18% 6&—eirev. Both omit Mk v.%*; but Mt. 
has a trace of it in rdAw d€ A€yw tutv. Mt %*=Lk ® tpnyaros. 
Mt %=Lk 26 dxovoavres. Mt 2®=Lk 2 efrev, and the omission of 
GX’ od mapa Ged. Mt 27=Lk % elrev, jKorovdyoaper. Mt 8= 
Lk *9 6 d¢—etrev. Mt 29, Lk 3° rodAarAaciova (Mt. B L). 

24. Bacidelay rod Geo] Z curssabceS! S* have Baciielay rv odparay. 
We should certainly expect the latter, but, in editing Mk., Mt. does not seem 
to have carried out his modifications with absolute uniformity, and he may have 
left rod Geod here. If so, it was inevitable that it should be altered into ray 
ovpayGy. But in view of the facts given in Introduction, p. Ixvii, it must 
remain probable that rGv odpayGr is original here, and that it has been changed 
into To Geod to assimilate to Mk. 

Tpjwatos] N* B, but Nc D L X al, rpurjparos. 
29. unrépa] SC K a/S? add # yuvaika, which occurs in Lk 18”. It is 

omitted here by BD 1S!abe ff!* It is unnatural here after the express 
prohibition of divorce in vv.}”®. 
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éxarovramdaglova] SoN CDXS!S*% woddamdaclova as in Lk. is read 
by BL. 

XX. 1-16. “For the kingdom of the heavens is like to a man, 
a householder,” ze. in the preparation for the kingdom, God deals 
with His servants as a householder does with his hired labourers, 
who pays them each and all the stipulated wage. Just so God 
when the kingdom comes will give to all who enter His service 
the eternal life which He has promised to them. The parable, as 
originally spoken, can hardly have had any other object than that 
of warning Christ’s first disciples, that others who should become 
His disciples at a later date would also be partakers of privileges 
equal to theirs who had first joined Him (cf. Gal 2°). The state- 
ment that the payment of wages began with the last hired, is a 
literary device to account for and to emphasise the dissatisfaction of 
the first hired labourers. The editor has been led by this feature 
to insert the parable here as an explanation of Mk.’s difficult v.*1. 
The first called will be as the last called, because all alike will 
receive an equal reward. A somewhat similar question is solved on 
parallel lines in 2 Es 541-42, God has made promises of love to 
His people: “And I said, O Lord, Thou hast made the promise 
unto them that be in the end: and what shall they do that have 
been before us, or we, or they that shall come after us? And He 
said unto me, I will liken My judgement unto a ring: like as there 
is no slackness of them that be last, even so there shall be no 
swiftness of them that be first.” Cf. also Afoc. Bar 30% “the 
first will rejoice, and the last will not be grieved.” ‘This does not, 
however, exclude the thought of differences of position in the 
kingdom ; cf. 19%. 

L 1. for the kingdom of the heavens ts like—for the formula, 
cf. on 1116 13740 a householder,—cf. 13°°,—who went out early 
—‘the time of working,” says the Babyl. Talmud (Bad. AMez 837), 
“is from sunrise”—/o hire labourers into his vineyard.| For the 
earthly estate owner as contrasted with God, see the parable from 
the Afechilta, cited by Fiebig, Aliyudische Gleichnisse Jesu, 69. 
For a somewhat similar parable, with, however, a very different 
application, see Jer. Talm. Berakhoth 5° quoted by Lightfoot.— 

pcbwcacbat épydéras] misses the ring of the original ‘138 mind ; 
cf. Bab. Mez 76°. 

L 2 And having agreed with the labourers at the rate of a 
denarius a day, he sent them into his vineyard.| For the denartus, 
cf. on 18%, It was equivalent in value to the Greek drachma 
which Tobit received as his daily wage (5!4), and the word, like 
many other Latin terms, passed into Jewish use. 

L 3. And he went out about the third hour, and saw others stand- 
ing in the market-place unemployed. |—dyop4] had passed into Jewish 
usage. See Dalman’s Worterbuch. The third hour is 9 a.m, 
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4. And he said to them, Go also ye into the vineyard, and L 
whatsoever ts fair I will give to you. And they went.) 

5. Again he went out about the sixth (=12) and the ninth 
(=3 p.m.) hour, and did likewise. | 

6. And about the eleventh hour (=5 p.m.) he went out, and L 
found others standing ; and he saith to them, Why have you stood 
all the day unemployed ?| 

7. They say to him, Because no one hired us. He saith to them, L 
Go ye also into the vineyard. | 

8. And when tt was evening, the master of the vineyard satth to L 
his bailiff, Summon the labourers. and pay to them the wage, beginning 
from the last unto the first.|\—émitpowos| has passed into Jewish 
usage ; see Dalman, Worterbuch. 

9. And they came (who had been hired) about the eleventh hour, L 
and received each a denarius.| 

10. And the first came, and thought that they would receive L 
more ; and they also recetved each a denarius.| 

11, 12. And having received tt, they murmured against the house- L 
holder, saying that these last laboured one hour, and thou hast made 
them equal to us, who bore the weight of the day and the heat.|— 
yoyyvlew] only here in Mt. It is equivalent to Dynnsx, Jer. Talm. 
Berakhoth 5°. It is a vernacular word found in the LXX, N.T., 
and later writers ; cf. Kennedy, Sources, 39. It occurs in Ox. Pap. 
i. 33, lili. 14, 2nd cent. A.D.—xavowv] a colloquial word found in 
the LXX, N.T., and late writers; cf. Kennedy, 154. xavowv 
occurs 15 times in the LXX, generally of a hot blasting wind= 
Heb. op, It is used as here of heat in Athenzus, ili. p. 73% 

perrudtwor orepavor ravy evwders Kal KaVTWVOS Wpa WuKTLKwTATOL. 
13. And he answered and satd to one of them, Friend, / do noth 

wrong you: didst not thou agree with me at a denarius ?|—Ezaipos]| 
cf. 1116, Jt occurs again in the vocative, 22!? 265, 

14. Take what ts thine, and go: tt is my will to give to thisL 
latest (comer) even as to thee.] 

15. May I not do what [ will with my own (or in my house)? L 
or ts thine eye grudging because Lam liberal?] i.e. “do you grudge 
my generosity?” For zovypdés and 6¢6adpos, cf. on 67%. 

16. So the “last” shall be “first,” and the “first” “last.”|B 
That is, ‘in a similar way the saying about first and last will be 
fulfilled. All alike will receive the reward of eternal life, whether 
they become disciples of the kingdom at an earlier or at a later 
period.” 

At this point C D S! S? a/ add oddoi yap eiow KAyroi ddréyou 
8é €kAexrot. But it is almost impossible to give the words any 
meaning in this connection. They are genuine in 22}4, 

17-19. From Mk 10%84, 
17. And as Jesus was going up to Jerusalem, He took the twelve M 
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disciples privately, and on the way He said to them.| Mk. has: 
And they were on the way going up to Jerusalem: and Jesus was 
going before them ; and they were amazed ; and they who followed 
were afraid. And taking again the Twelve, He began to tell them 
the things which were about to happen to Him.” Mt. abbreviates 
Mk., omitting as often the unexplained amazement or fear of the 
disciples ; cf. 192#= Mk 10*4, 186 = Mk 9%, Mt 827 = Mk 4*!, Mt 1778 
= Mk 9*?; or of the multitude, cf. Mk 533, and Mk.’s zadw 
and or. 

M 18. Behold, we go up to Jerusalem ; and the Son of Man shall 
be delivered to the chief priests and scribes, and they shall condemn 
Him to death.| So Mk. The agreement in “chief priests and 
scribes ” without “elders” is proof of dependence. Cf. on 1671, 

M 19. And shall deliver Him to the Gentiles for mocking, and 
scourging, and crucifying: and on the third day He shall be raised 
again.|—eis 76 éuratfar] Mk. has xal éuraifovow, and adds xai 
eumticovtw aitd.—Kal oravpdca}] Mk. has xat doxrevotow. 
Mt.’s change is probably due to remembrance that crucifixion was 
the actual form of death. But there would be no difficulty in 
supposing that Christ, if He foretold His death, would speak of 
it as crucifixion. See on 10°8.—xat rH tpitn Huépa éyepOyoerat] 
For Mk.’s pera rpets hyépas dvaornoerat, see on 1621, 

17-19. Mt. and Lk. agree against Mk. in omitting Mk 8», and 
in the omission of ort, Mk 33; and of waAw, Mk 8; in eizrev, Mt 7, 
Lk *!; and in rp tpiry quépa, Mt 1%, Lk 82. See Introduction, 
p. xlviil. 

17%. xaldvaBalywy] 8 DalS!S*%. pAdwy bedvaBalvew, Br. The ndddAwv 
is in Mt.’s style, cf. 1677 171% 22 2072 246, but is weakly attested here. 

20-28. From Mk 1035-45, . 
Mu 20. Then there came to Him the mother of the sons of Zebedee 

with her sons, worshipping Him, and asking something from Him.| 
Mk. has: “ And there come to Him James and John, the two 
sons of Zebedee, saying to Him, Teacher, we wish that Thou wilt 
do for us whatsoever we ask.” The substitution of the mother 
instead of the two sons as the chief petitioner (cf. air7, v.71) is 
probably due to a desire to minimise the ambition of the 
Apostles. See Introduction, p. xxxiiiirdére] See on 27.— 
mpookvuveiv] See on 2%—zpoonAbev] for Mk.’s historic present, as 
often. For the verb, see on 4°.—airodca] For the active voice, 
see on 147. ; 

M 21. And He said to her, What do you wish? She saith to 
flim, Say that these my two sons shall sit, one at Thy right hand, 
and one at Thy left hand, in Thy kingdom.| Mk. has: “And He 
said to them, What do you wish that I should do for you? And 
they said, Grant to us that we may sit, one at Thy right hand, and 
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one at Thy left hand, in Thy glory.”—els—xai els] see Blass, 
Pp. 144. 

22. And Jesus answered and said, Ye know not what ye ask. M 
Can you drink the cup which I am about to drink? They say to 
Him, We can.) Mk. has: “And Jesus said to them, Ye know 
not what ye ask. Can you drink the cup which I drink, or be 
baptized with the baptism with which I am baptized? And they 
said to Him, We can.”—éAAw] see on 1627, Mk.’s “cup” and 
“baptism” both signify suffering. For “cup” as a metaphor of 
sorrow, cf. La 47!, Is 511%. For “baptism,” cf. Lk 125, Mt. 
omits the latter clause as synonymous with the first, cf. 83, or 
simply on the ground of its obscurity. 

23. He saith to them, Of My cup indeed ye shall drink ; but toM 
sit at My right hand and at the left is not Mine to give, but (it shall 
be given to those) for whom it has been prepared by My Father.) 
Mk. has: ‘‘And Jesus said to them, The cup which I drink, ye 
shall drink ; and with the baptism with which I am baptized, shall 
ye be baptized. But to sit at My right hand or at the left is not 
Mine to give, but (it shall be given to those) for whom it has been 
prepared.” 

For Mt.’s addition, tird rod warpés pov, cf. 2541, 6 yrotuacer 6 
matnp pov, D1 22abc ffl? gi h. 

24. And the ten having heard, were vexed about the twoM 
brethren.| Mk. has: ‘‘And the ten, having heard, began to be 
vexed about James and John.”—7yavdxrycav| The aor. as often 
for Mk.’s jpgavro and inf.—rév dvo adeApdv| Mt. avoids Mk.’s 
express mention of the names of the two Apostles. 

25. And Jesus having called them, said, Ye know that the rulers M 
of the Gentiles lord it over them, and the great ones have authority 
over them.| Mk. has: “And Jesus having called them, saith to 
them, Ye know that they which are accounted to rule over the 
Gentiles lord it over them, and their great ones have authority 
over them.” 6¢€ for xai, as often. trey for A€ye, as often.—oi 
apxovtes| Mk. has of Soxotvres dpyev, an unusual paraphrase. 
See Swete.—oi peyddo.] Mk. adds atraév.—xaregovordfew] is 
a very rare word. Its occurrence in Mt. and Mk. is proof of 
dependence. See on Lk 22”, 

26. WVot so ts tt amongst you. But whosoever wishes amongst M 
you to be great shall be your minister.| So Mk. with 6€ after otrws, 
and év tiv after yevéoGar instead of before péyas. 

27. And whosoever wishes among you to be first shall be your M 
servant.| So Mk. with zavtwv for ipav. 

28. Even as the Son of Man did not come to be ministered to M 
but to minister, and to give His life a ransom for many.| So Mk. 
with kai ydp for aozep. 

This is the first. passage in the Gospel where the death which 
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has been foretold is described as intended to have a definite result 
or effect. For the idea of expiatory self-sacrifice, cf. 2 Mac 737 38, 
4 Mac 1722, “Give his life”: cf. Mechilta (Ugol.) 207. ‘“‘ Moses 
gave his life for three things, and they were called by his name,” 274. 

22. lve] C E al add from Mk. kal 7d Bdrricua 8 éym Bamrlfoua 
Barris Ova. 

23. mlecbe] C X al add from Mk. xal 7d Bdawricua 8 eyo Bamrlfoua 
BarricOjoecbe, 

28. dvi ro\\Gv] S? adds here: ‘* But seek ye, that from littleness ye 
may increase, and not from greatness become little. What ¢zme ye are bidden 
to a supper party be not sitting down ¢o meat in an honourable place, that 
there may not come one more honourable than thou, and the lord of the 
supper say to thee, ‘ Bring thyself down’; and thou be confounded in the 
eyes of the guests. But if thou sit down ¢o meat in a lesser place, and 
there come one less than thou, and the lord of the supper say to thee, ‘ Bring 
thyself, and come up and sit down to meat’; then thou shalt have more 
glory in the eyes of the guests” (Burk). S! is wanting here, but did not con- 
tain the passage. Dabeff!2g'h mn and 6 Vulgate MSS have the same 
insertion, but without the negative in the second clause. The passage is 
ancient, and finds parallels in the Canonical Gospels. For the first sentence, 
with the negative in the second clause, cf. Mt 23!*, Lk 14! 1814. For the 
rest, compare Lk 148", The negative of S? looks like an afterthought 
to bring the originally independent first sentence into harmony with the 
following passage. 

29-84. From Mk 104652, 
M 29. And as they go forth from Jericho, there followed Him a 

great multitude.) Mk. has: “ And they come into Jericho. And 
as He goes forth from Jericho, and His disciples and a great 
(ixavov) multitude.” Mt. abbreviates, omitting the quite needless 
statement of the entry into Jericho, including the Lord and His 
disciples (who have been mentioned in the last paragraph) in airav 
for airod, inserting a verb for the dxAos, and substituting the more 
usual zoAvs for ixaves. 

M 380. And behold two blind men sitting by the roadside heard that 
Jesus is passing by, and cried, saying, Lord, have pity on us, Thou 
Son of David.| Mk. has: “The son of Timzeus, Bartimzeus, a 
blind beggar, sat by the roadside. And having heard that it is 
Jesus, the Nazarene, he began to cry, and to say, Thou Son of 
David, Jesus, have pity on me.”—xai idov] see on 12°.—évo] Mt. 
substitutes two men for Mk.’s one, and as a consequence omits 
Mk.’s name of one man. But cf. his omission of the name Jairus 
in 98 For the “two,” see on 8?8.—’Incods] Mt. omits Mk.’s 
6 Nafapnvos. Cf. the same omission in 285=Mk 16% In 26% 
= Mk 14° he substitutes 6 T'aAtAatos.—éxpafav] the aor., as often, 
for Mk.’s npgaro and inf.—éxpagav Aé€yovres] for Mk.’s xpalew kat 
Aéyew: cf. on 83,—Kupre] for Mk.’s ‘Inoot, see on 8%.—vids] nom. 
for vocative; cf. Blass, 86f. See on Lk 18°8, 

M 381. And the multitude rebuked them, that they should be silent. 
But they cried the more, saying, Lord, have pity on us, Thou Son of 
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David.| Mk. has: “And many were rebuking him, that he 
should be silent ; but he was crying much the more, Thou Son of 
David, have pity on me.”—éreriyynoev and éxpagay] aors. for Mk.’s 
impfs., as often. 

82. And Jesus stood and called them, and said, What will ye M 
that I should do for you#| Mt. abbreviates three verses of Mk. 

33. They say to Him, Lord, that our eyes may be opened.| Mk. M 
has: ‘‘ And the blind man said to Him, Rabboni, that I may see.” 

34. And Jesus, having compassion, touched their eyes; and™M 
straightway they saw, and followed Him.| Mk. has: “And 
Jesus said to him, Go, thy faith hath saved thee. And straightway 
he saw, and was following Him on the way”; jaro rév éuparwv 
aitév| oupara occurs only here and in the omitted section, 
Mk 822-26, The clause here is probably a reminiscence of that 
passage. —7KoAovdyoav] aor. for Mk.’s imperf., as often. 

29-34. Mt 8 and Lk 4! agree against Mk. in Kvpce for 
Mk.’s “PaBBovvei. Cf. also wapdéye, Mt %=zapépyera, Lk 37, 
Mk. has éore 

F.— XXI.-XXVITII. THE LAST DAYS OF THE 
MESSIAH’S LIFE. 

XXI. 1-11. From Mk 11}, 
XXI.1. And when they came near to Jerusalem, and came toM 

Bethphage, to the Mount of Olives, then Jesus sent two disciples.) 
Mk. has: ‘‘And when they come near to Jerusalem, to Bethphage 
and Bethany, at the Mount of Olives, He sendeth two of His 
disciples.”—7yyway, dréoreXev] aors. for Mk.’s hist. presents, as 
often. Mt. inserts a second verb, 7AGov, to ease clause a, and omits 
Bethany. This probably is simply due to his tendency to omit 
redundant details. He feels that one village is sufficient to identify 
the scene. ByOdayy= IND n'3 = “house of unripe figs ”; cf. Dalm. 
Gram. p. 191.—rTore] see on 27, 

2. Saying to them, Go into the village which is over against you, M 
and straightway you shall find an ass tied up, and a colt with her ; 
loose, and lead to Me.| Mk. has: “And saith, Go (imdyere) into 
the village which is over against you, and straightway entering into 
it, you shall find a colt tied up upon which no one of men ever 
sat ; loose it, and bring.”—A€ywv] for cat A€yet, as often.—zopeverOe] 
for imdyere. Cf. a similar change in 287=Mk 167. opeveoOar 
occurs once in Mk 9°? as a variant for mapamopeverGat; in Mt. it 
occurs twenty-eight times. Mt. omits eioropevdpevar eis adtyv as 
redundant.—6vov—xkat 7@dov per airys] Mt. adds dévoy in view 
of the passage which he is about to quote (v.4). dydyere is a more 
usual word in this connection than Mk.’s ¢dépere. 
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M 8. And if any one say anything to you, you shall say that the 
Lord hath need of them; and straightway he will send them.| Mk. 
has: ‘‘ And if any one say to you, Why do ye this? Say, The Lord 
hath need of it and straightway sends it again heie” (=will 
return it). Mt., as often, omits wdAw.—eiOis dé] for kai edOus, as 
often. In Mk. the subject of droaré\Aee seems to be 6 kvptos. 
“The Lord needs it, and will soon return it.” Mt. seems to make 
the sentence mean, ‘“‘and (at your words) he (the man who spoke 
to you) will send it.” 

O 4,5. And this has come to pass, in order that tt might be fulfilled 
which was spoken through the prophet, saying, Tell ye the daughter 
of Lion, Behold, thy King cometh, meek, and sitting upon an ass, 
and upon a colt, the foal of a yoke-bearer. | 

Touro dé yéyovev tva tAnpwOy| For the formula, see Introduction, 
p. lxiv. The quotation for which the editor has prepared, by insert- 
ing é6vov—per avrys in v.2, comes in the main from Zec 9°.—e«irare 
TH Ovyarpi Suv] seems to be a reminiscence of Is 621! LXX. The 
rest of the quotation agrees with the LXX of Zec. except in the 
last seven words, for which the LXX has: émt brofvyov Kat todov 
véov. Mt.’s éwi dvov Kai éri m@Xov viov trofvyiov looks like a 
translation of the Heb., with adaptation of the words of the LXX. 
For trolvy.ov = ass, see Deissm. 57d. Stud. p. 160 f. 

M 6. And the disciples went, and did as Jesus commanded them. | 
Mt. abbreviates Mk vv. 4%.—zropev6évtes 5€] for Mk.’s kai ardor. 
The 8¢€ for cai, as often. Cf. ropeveoOar for arépxer Oar, Mt 2614= 
Mk 14!9, 

M 7%. And brought the ass and the colt, and placed upon them their 
clothes, and He sat upon them.| Mk. has: “ And bring the colt to 
Jesus, and place upon it their clothes; and He sat upon it.”— 
nyayov] aor. for Mk.’s hist. pres., as often.—ryv dvov xai] for the 
insertion, see on v.3.—éréOyxev| aor. for Mk.’s hist. pres., as often. 
—én’ aitav| Mt, in modifying the passage, is not quite careful 
to make the details harmonious. The Lord could not ride on 
both animals, and there was no need, therefore, to place clothes on 
both.—ra ipari] Mk., who adds atréyv, almost certainly means 
that the disciples managed to find some raiment, which they threw 
over the colt’s back. Mt. writes ra tudria simply as though he 
understood it to refer to the saddle cloths of the animals.—érdvw 
airav] If the editor had not just said that they placed clothing 
upon ¢hem, we might take érdvw atrav here to refer to the iudaria. 
But he may have meant it to refer to the animals, regardless of the 
impossibility of riding more than one at a time. 

mM 8. And the very great multitude spread their garments tn the way, 
and others were cutting branches from the trees, and were spreading 
(them) in the way.| Mk. has: ‘And many spread their garments 
on to the way. And others having cut litter from the fields.” —6 de 
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mAeiotos dxXos] dé for kai, as often. For mAeicros 6xXos, see on 
1120; and cf. Blass, p. 143.—€xorrov «Addous] is the substitution 
of a more ordinary feature for Mk.’s unusual orBadas KkoWarres. 
The editor adds kai éorpwvvvov év TH 686 to make it clear what was 
done with the branches. In Mk. this is implied in his abrupt 
participle xéWavres. 

9. And the multitudes who were going before, and who were M 
following, were crying, saying, Hosanna to the son of David: 
Blessed is He who cometh in the name of the Lord ; Hosanna tn the 

highest places.| Mk. has: “ And they who were going before, and 
they who were following, were crying, Hosanna: Blessed be He that 
cometh in the name of the Lord: Blessed is the coming kingdom or 
our father David; Hosanna in the highest places.”—6€] for xai, as 
often.—‘Qeavva] See Dalm. Words, 220f. The word is derived 
from Ps 118% 26 mm OWA NAA JWI... AwIN= “give salva- 
tion now—Blessed be He that cometh in the name of the Lord.” 
N) mywIN is addressed to God, and is a prayer for help and 
deliverance. In the source from which Mk. drew, Ay win had been 
shortened into the common form yern. Cf. Dalm. Gram. p. 249. 
Mk., as often, retains a Hebrew or Aramaic phrase; and it is 
probable that he, without necessarily “ being ignorant of its origin 
and meaning,” believed that it had become a cry of greeting and 
homage, like our “hail” or “welcome.” Only on this ground can 
we explain his écavva év Tots tyiorous, which can only mean, “let 
those in the heights of heaven say, Hosanna.” Mt., who adds to 
the first ‘Qoavva the words 7 vig Aaveid, must also have supposed 
w®oavva to be a cry of acclamation. He need not have been 
ignorant of its philological meaning. The multitudes cried 
“Hosanna,” ze. “ glory, or hail, or welcome to David’s son.” evddAoyy- 
pevos 6 epxopevos ev dvouate Kvupiov is the LXX of Ps 11876 Mk. 
adds a clause: evAoynpévn 7 Epxouévn Bacirela Tod TaTpds Hpov 
Aaveid, which Mt. omits as tautologous.—éoavva €v trois tWicros] 
Lk. also understood écavva to be a cry of acclamation ; he renders 
it by dda. See note on Lk 19%. 

10. And when He entered into Jerusalem.| Mk. has: “And M 
He entered into Jerusalem.” Mt. now inserts, A// the city was 
moved, saying, Who ts this? And the multitudes said, This ts the 
prophet Jesus, who is from Nazara of Galilee. 

8. écrpwoay, second time] N* Dceff*q. éorpdyyvov, 8° BC a/b f ff} 
g!2hS?. In Mk. ésrpwoay is read by most MSS., but éorpdyvvov by DS! 
curss. The imperf. is probably genuine in Mk. and in the second clause 
of Mt. Mt. having altered the imperfect into ésrpwoay in clause a, con- 
tinued with imperfs. ékowrov, éorpwyvvov in clause 4, and in v.® &xpafov. 
S* D in Mt. have assimilated éorpwrvvoy to the écrpwoay of clause a, 
and of Mk., and in Mk. most MSS. have assimilated éorpdvyvov to Mt.’s 
clause a. Lk.’s twecrpwvvvoy shows that he too had the imperf. in his copy 
of Mk. Z 



222 THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO. S. MATTHEW [XXI. 10-12. 

1-10. Mt. and Lk. agree in the following: 
nyyav, Mt l=nyyoer, Lk ®; eyyiLovow, Mk}. 
dzréoretAev, Mt 1, Lk 29; darooreAXer, Mk 1 
Aéyov, Mt 2, Lk 8; Kai A€yer, Mk % 
ayayere, Mt *, Lk %; épere, Mk 3, 
épecre, Mt 3, Lk 31; etrare, Mk 3. 
nyayov, Mt 7, Lk %; dépovow, Mk 7. 
éavtav—ev 77H 600, Mt 8, Lk 8°; abrav—ets rijv ddr, Mk 8. 
Aéyovres, Mt ®, Lk *8. 
12-17. From Mk 1115-19, 
12. And Jesus entered into the temple of God, and cast out all 

who sell and buy in the temple, and overthrew the tables of the money- 
changers, and the seats of those who sell the doves.| Mk. has here: 
“And He entered into Jerusalem, into the temple: and having 
looked about at all things, it being already a late hour, He went 
out to Bethany with the twelve.” The editor of Mt. omits this. 
For omission of verses of a similar character, cf. the omission of 
Mk 1* 612-13, The next three verses in Mk. are 12-14, which con- 
tain the first part of the narrative of the fig-tree, the sequel being 
vv.20-25, Mt., with the obvious intention of representing the wither- 
ing of the fig-tree as having taken place immediately upon the 
word of Christ, postpones vv.!#14 that he may connect them with 
20-25, This brings him, therefore, to Mk 15-19, which he now inserts. 
The result of these changes may be shown thus: 

First day—Mt. Entry. . . . Cleansing of temple. Return to 
Bethany. 

a Mk. Entry. Return to Bethany. 
Second day—Mt. Cursing and withering of fig-tree. Teaching, 

2118-25. 
‘3 Mk. Cursing of fig-tree. Cleansing of temple. 

Third day—Mt. 
a Mk. The withered fig-tree. Teaching, 1127-13. 

Mt. has, therefore, shortened Mk.’s sequence of events by one 
day. Lk. does the same, but does not even suggest that the two 
days which he mentions were consecutive. He places the entry 
and the cleansing of the temple on one day, omits the incident of 
the fig-tree, and introduces teaching parallel to Mt 2118-25 and 
Mk 1177-13 with “and it came to pass on one of the days.” It 
is clear that neither Mt. nor Lk. regarded Mk.’s sequence of events 
as chronologically important in detail. It is not probable that Mt.’s 
change in Mk.’s order is accidental rather than intentional. But, if 
so, at Mk v.}2 he came to the words kat «eionAGev eis ‘lepoodAvpa eis 
TO tepdv. From these words he passed on by accident to Mk v.! xai 
Epxovrar eis "IepoodAvpa xal eioeAOwy cis Td tepov, and he therefore 

1 ro0 e008] SoC Da/latt S?; 8 BL omit. The phrase 76 lepdv rod Geod 
does not occur elsewhere, and is probably genuine here. 
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continued with the account of the cleansing of the temple, Mk vv.1519, 
Then finding that he had omitted the cursing of the fig-tree, Mk 
vy.12-14, he combined it with the withering of the fig-tree, Mk vv.?0-25, 

12. Mk. has: “ And they come to Jerusalem: and He entered 
into the temple, and began to cast out those who sell and who buy in 
the temple, and He overthrew the tables of the money-changers, and 
the seats of those who sell the doves.” —é£€BaAer] the indic., as often, 
for Mk.’s npgéaro, and the inf. Mk. adds, “ And did not allow any 
one to carry a vessel through the temple.” 

18. And saith to them, It stands written, My house shall beM 
called a house of prayer; but ye made' it a lair of robbers.| Mk. 
has: “And was teaching, and saying, Does it not stand written 
that My house shall be called a house of prayer for all nations? 
but ye have made it a lair of robbers.”—6 ofkds pov, x.7.A.] the 
quotation is from the LXX of Is 56%. Mk. seems to have carried 
the quotation too far. The temple was not, in fact, a house of 
prayer macw tots eOveow. Mt. omits the words.—ozm7Aaov 
AnorGv| seems to be a reminiscence of Jer 711. 

14. And there came to Him blind and lame in the temple; and¥B 

He healed them.| Mk. has here: “And the chief priests and 
scribes heard, and were seeking how they might kill Him: for they 
feared Him, for all the multitude was amazed at His teaching.” 
Mt. substitutes for this an account of miracles done in the temple 
which the chief priests saw, and how they heard the children cry- 
ing, Hosanna, and were vexed. He elsewhere substitutes a state- 
ment of healing for Mk.’s statement of teaching. See on 14!* 19%. 
He has already omitted Mk.’s reference to teaching, Mk v.!”._ The 
editor seems to regard the first day as a day of action (vv.!*15), the 
second as a day of teaching. Hence Mk.’s edidackev, 111” is, trans- 
ferred to Mt 21%, and Mk 1118 ras yap 6 dxAos e€erAjocero emi TH 
8dax7 adrod to Mt 225%, 

15. And the chief priests and scribes seeing the marvellous things B 
that He did, and the children who were crying in the temple, and 
saying, Hosanna to the Son of David, were vexed.] 

16. And said to Him, Dost Thou hear what these say? And 
Jesus saith to them, Yes ; did you never read that “ From the mouth 
of babes and infants Thou didst bring praise to perfection” ?}| The 
quotation is from the LXX of Ps 8%. The Heb. has “strength ” 
for ‘‘ praise,” and is, therefore, less adapted. to this context. Lk. 
places sayings parallel to these during the entry into Jerusalem, 
19°90 “Certain of the Pharisees from the multitude said to Him, 
Teacher, rebuke Thy disciples. And He answered and said, I say to 
you, that if these shall be silent, the stones will cry out.” It seems 
clear that Mt. and Lk. have independent traditions behind them. 

17. And having left them, He went outside the city to Bethany, M 
léxojoare] SoC Da/,asin Lk. NBL have woceire. 
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and passed the night there.| Mk v.! has: “And when it became 
late they were going outside the city.”—ejAOev] aor. for Mk.’s 
imp. €feropevovto, as often. But Mk. has e&AGev in v.4.—nirto6y] 
Lk. has the same verb in a similar connection, 2137. It occurs 
from Homer downwards, and is common in the LXX. It is used of 
men, Apoll. R. 2. 1284; Diod. 13. 6; Hdt. 8. 9, 9.37, Xen. Cyrop. 4. 

18-22, From Mk 11214 20-25, 
M 18. And early in the morning, as He made for the city, He was 

hungry.| Mk. has: “And as they were passing by early in the 
morning,” v.2°; and: “ And on the morrow as they went out from 
Bethany, He was hungry,” v.}% 

M 19. And seeing a fig-tree by the way side, He came to it, and 
found nothing on it, save leaves alone, and saith to it, There shall no 
longer be fruit from thee for ever.| Mk. has: “ And seeing a fig-tree 
from afar having leaves, He came, if haply He might find anything 
on it: and having come to it, He found nothing except leaves ; for 
it was not the season of figs. And He answered and said to it, May 
no one any longer eat fruit of thee forever. And the disciples were 
hearing it.” The editor omits ei dpa tu etpyoe ev aitp Kal eXOdy, 
and 6 yap Katpos otk. jv ovKwy, which might suggest that Christ 
hoped against probability to find “fruit” and was disappointed. He 
also modifies the imprecation or wish, Mk 1», into a solemn pro- 
phecy of fact. 

E 19. And the fig-tree withered away immediately.| Mk., who 
puts the continuation of the story on the following morning, has 
no parallel to this. 

M 20. And the disciples saw it, and marvelled, saying, How tm- 
mediately did the fig-tree wither away/) Mk. has: “And Peter 
remembered, and saith to Him, Rabbi, see, the fig-tree which Thou 
didst curse is withered away.” 

M 21. And Jesus answered and said to them, Verily I say unto 
you, If ye have faith, and doubt not, not only shall ye do this of the 
Jig-tree, but tf ye shall say to this ‘mountain, Be taken up and cust 
into the sea, tt shall happen.| Mk. has: “And Jesus answered 
and saith to them, Have faith in God. Verily I say to you, That 
whosoever shall say to this mountain, Be taken up, and cast into 
the sea, and shall not doubt in his heart, but shall believe that 
what he speaks happens, it shall be to him.”—dzoxpufeis dé] for Kat 
drroxpibets, as often. 1.— elev ] for Aé€ye, as often. Mt. omits Mk.’s 
ort, as Often.—eav exyre riot] for Mk.’s éxere wiotw is an assimi- 
lation to 172°.—ioris] here, as in 177°, means trust in the divine 
power combined with confidence that he who trusts can make use 
of the divine power to work miracles. See on 17% In Mk. 8D 
curss S! have ef éyere, and Mt. may have had this before him. If 
so, he has changed to éav €xyre to assimilate to 17°. 

M 22. And all things, WEESOTEER ye shall ask in prayer, believing, 
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ye shall receive.| Mk. has: “ Therefore I say to you, All things 
whatsoever ye pray and ask, believe that ye received, and it shall be 
to you.”—airnontre| Mt. omits one of Mk.’s two synonymous verbs ; 
see on 8%.—zurevovtes] Z.¢. with trust in the power and love of 
God to grant the request. Mk. adds here: “‘ And when ye stand 
praying, forgive, if ye have ought against any one; that your Father 
who is in the heavens may forgive you your trespasses.” The 
verse seems out of place in Mk., and appears to have been added 
as an afterthought. It is very possibly an early gloss. The phrase 
‘‘Father who is in the heavens” occurs nowhere else in Mk. If the 
verse was in the copy of Mk. used by Mt., the latter has omitted it, 
because he has recorded similar sayings in 614 57%, A further 
addition is made in Mk. by the majority of MSS., namely, «ei de 
bpets ovdk adlere ovde 6 TaTip ipav 6 év (Tots) oipavots dpyce (iptv) Ta 
Tapartwopata tov. The clause is omitted by8 BLSAS!k, 

23-27. From Mk 1177-33, 
23. And when He came into the temple, there came to Him, asM 

Fle was teaching, the chief priests and elders of the people, saying, 
By what authority doest Thou these things, and who gave Thee this 
authority?| Mk. has: “And they come to Jerusalem: and as He 
was walking in the temple, there come to Him the chief priests, and 
scribes, and elders, and were saying to Him, By what authority 
doest Thou these things? or who gave Thee this authority that 
Thou shouldest do these things?” Mk.’s xai épxovrau eis lepoodAvpa 
is unnecessary after v.18.—zpoo7Oar] aor., as often, for Mk.’s hist. 
present. For zpocépxeo@a, see on 4°. For the aor. in a, see Blass, 
Pp. 45.—dvddoxov7t] ‘This is to be a day of teaching, as yesterday was 
of action ; see on v.!4.—poo7jAGav—Aéyovrres | for Mk.’s épxovrat.—xai 
éXeyov, as often. Mt.omits Mk.’s redundant iva ratra woujjs at the end. 

24. And Jesus answered and satd to them, I also will ask you one M 
thing, which if ye tell Me, I, too, witl tell you by what authority I do 
these things.| Mk. has: “ And Jesus said to them, I will ask you 
one thing, and answer Me, and I will tell you by what authority I 
do these things.” Mt.’s dv éay eizyté por kay ép@ is a grammatical 
correction of Mk.’s xal dzroxpiOnté jor Kal épd. 

25. The baptism of John, whence was tt? from heaven, or from M 
men? And they disputed among themselves, saying, If we say, From 
heaven ; He will say to us, Why then did you not believe him?| So 
Mk. without wddev jv and with dzoxpiOnré por, which Mt. omits 
as redundant, after dvOpdrwv.—oi 8& duedoyilovro] for Mk.’s xai 
dueAoyifovro, as often.—év éavrois] for Mk.’s zpés éavrovs. For a 
similar change, cf. Mt 167, Mk 816 The point seems to be 
that John had borne witness to Christ as the Messiah. If the 

1 But the antithesis ‘‘ the Father—the Son” occurs also only once in Mk., viz. 
13°", yet is certainly genuine. In the same way Mk 11™ may bea genuine survival 
in Mk. of a Palestinian form of expression which finds fuller expression in Mt. 

15 
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authorities had given credence to John, they would have had no 
need to ask by what authority Jesus acted.—émriorevoate aird] 
muotevew in 818 928 186 2122 meant to have “trust,” ‘‘ assurance” in 
the power and goodness of God or of Christ. But here and in v.°2 
2428: 26 it has the weaker sense to “ give credence to.” 

M 26. Butif we should say, krom men ; we fear the multitude, for all 
hold John as a prophet.| Mk. has: ‘ But should we say from men 
—they feared the multitude. For all held John that he was truly a 
prophet.”—eay dé] is a grammatical correction of Mk.’s harsh aAXa. 
— poPovucba | avoids Mk.’s “aposiopesis. —éxovow os mpopyrny | is a 
correction of Mk.’s elyov—évrws dre tpodyrns Hv. 

M 2%. And they answered Jesus, and said, We do notknow. He also 
said to them, Neither tell I you by what authority I do these things.| 
So Mk. with A€yovew for etray and kai 6 “Incots A€ye adrots for epy 
GuTOLS KGL AUTOS. 

23-27. Mt. and Lk. agree in the following : 
avT@ diuddoKovTt, Mt 2; diddcxovtos aitot, Lk!; mrepurarotvtos 

adrod, Mk 27, 
lees Mt 28, Lk 2% 
Groxpubeis dé, Mt 74, Lk & Mk. has no dzoxpieis. 
kayo, Mt 74, Lk 3, 
elrnte, Mt %4; eizare, Lk 2; dzroxpiOnre, Mk *. 
Both Mk. and Lk. omit ta ratra woujs from Mk *% and 

azroxpiOnré wor from Mk °°, 
ot O¢é, Mt , Lk 5; wai, Mk 31, 
éav dé, Mt 76, Lk &; adda, Mk 82, 
Mk. has here: “And He began to speak to them in parables,” 

followed by the parable of the Wicked Husbandmen. Mt. inserts 
first the parable of the Two Sons, then borrows from Mk. that of 
the Husbandmen, and then adds the parable of the Marriage Feast ; 
thus forming a group of three prophetic parables (cf. Introduc- 
tion, p. Ixv), foretelling the divine judgement impending over the 
Jewish nation. See Gould on Mk 12}, 

28-32. Parable of the Two Sons. 
L 28. But what think ye? A man had two sons; and he came to 

the first, and said, Son, go to-day work in the vineyard. |—ti 8€ tiv 
doxet] See on 17%.—zpooeA adv] See on 4%. 

L 29. And he answered and said, I am not willing; but after- 
wards he repented, and went. | 

L 80. And he came to the second, and said likewise. And he 
answered and said, 1 (go), sir ; and went not.| 

L 81. Which of the two did the will of the father? They say, 
The first. Jesus saith to them, Verily I say to you, That the toll- 
gatherers and the harlots go before you into the kingdom of God.) 
—rmpodyovow tpas eis tHv Bacirciay tod Geod| We might have 
expected the editor to use eis tiv BaciXelay tav otpavay, so that 
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mpoayovow would have been a timeless statement of fact, meaning 
“‘go” into the kingdom whenever it shall appear, and so practically 
equivalent to a future; cf. mapadédorar, Mk 9%. It very probably 
represents an Aramaic participle. The fact that we have rov 
Jeot instead of rv otpavév makes it clear that the phrase is not 
editorial, but that it is derived from the source used. The reason 
why the editor did not alter it into rév otpavév is not clear. But 
(1) he has perhaps once out of fourteen times left tod Oeod in a 
Marcan passage (Mt 194). (2) He elsewhere once has a phrase, 
which he generally alters, ¢.g. pera tpets Hyépas, 27°. Contrast 
1621 1723 2019 (3) He may have felt that here, as in 1278 the 
“kingdom of God” of his source was not quite the same as the 
“kingdom of the heavens” which he elsewhere describes. See 
also on 214%, In “go before you into the kingdom” the meaning 
is not so much, ‘will go before you into the kingdom when it is 
inaugurated,” as ‘‘obey God by fulfilling John’s command to 
repent, submit to the divine will, take upon themselves the yoke of 
the kingdom, and become heirs of its promises.” In other words, 
the “‘kingdom” here means rather the condition of preparedness 
for the coming kingdom than that future kingdom itself. Had the 
Evangelist written, ‘‘ will go before you into the kingdom of the 
heavens,” he would have represented the Lord as foretelling the 
future admission of the people to whom he was speaking into the 
kingdom. This was just what the editor wished to avoid. They 
were to be cast out of the kingdom, 8!%. ‘‘Go before you into the 
kingdom,” on the other hand, emphasises the fact that the toll- 
gatherers and harlots “go,” and leaves it quite ambiguous whether 
the persons addressed “go” or not. Like 12%, this parable pro- 
bably came from the Logia ; and if that is so, the Logia contained 
not only parables of the kingdom of the heavens, but other sayings 
and parables in which the phrase “‘ kingdom of God” was used ina 
sense not always identical with ‘the kingdom of the heavens.” 

82. For John came to you with the way of righteousness, and you 
did not believe him: but the toll-gatherers and the harlots beliewed 
him: and you saw (it), and did not afterwards repent, so as to believe 
him. |—ev 656 Sixavooivns| 68ds here, like the Heb. 774 and the 
Aramaic 878, means not so much the path trodden as the manner, 

custom, method. To come with the way of righteousness is to 
come as a representative and teacher of righteousness and of her 
methods. ‘John came with the way of righteousness,” means 
“ John came, and what he taught was good,” he represented and 
stood for the manner of life which righteousness demands. See 
Wellhausen, 7” /oc., and cf. 686v Geod, 221%. The Lord applies the 
answer of the authorities to their own conduct by way of contrast. 
They had said that that son was to be approved who, though he 
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was unwilling at first, yet afterwards went into the vineyard. But 
the Baptist came preaching righteousness, calling men to go into 
God’s vineyard through the gate of repentance, and they had given 
no ear to his preaching. In this respect they were like the first 
son of the parable, who said I am unwilling. But, unlike him, 
they had not afterwards repented and obeyed the Baptist’s call. 
On the other hand, the toll-gatherers and the harlots had also 
been like the first son, but they had changed their mind when 
John preached, and had obeyed the call. This only hardened 
the Jewish authorities the more. A vineyard in which outcasts 
worked was no vineyard for them. A kingdom into which the 
toll-gatherers could enter was no kingdom for them. Thus toll- 
gatherers and harlots went before them into the kingdom of God. 
—rot moredoat] “gives rather the content than the purpose of 
perewednOnre,” Moulton, p. 216. But unless od be omitted or 
another negative be inserted before mucredoa, it is difficult to 
make any sense of the clause which will suit this context, except 
by translating “to believe,” z.e. ‘‘and believed him.” See below. 

28-31. s C D La/S! S? latt have the obedient son first, the 
disobedient son second. 

B reverses the order. 
In v.21 3 C La/cfqS? have zpaéros. This seems to be required 

by the context. The Pharisees could hardly give any other answer, 
and the Lord’s reply seems to presuppose it. The Pharisees 
were in part like the first son, ze. they refused to give heed to 
John’s preaching. But they were also unlike him, since he came to 
a better state of mind, whilst they hardened themselves the more. 

B has torepos, D latt éryaros, S! “the last.” In the case of B, 
which has reversed the order of vv.” °°, the Pharisees still approve 
the conduct of the son who first refused and afterwards went. 
But D S! latt make the Pharisees approve the conduct of the son 
who promised to go and failed to fulfil his promise. Wellhausen 
believes this to be the original text, and supposes that the 
Pharisees intentionally gave a perverse answer in order to make 
pointless the moral which Christ was going to draw from the natural 
rejoinder. They ought to have answered that the first son did 
his father’s will, and He would then have contrasted their conduct 
with that of the son approved by them, and compared them to 
the son whose conduct they reprehended. But they purposely 
give the wrong answer, and Christ’s rejoinder, v.*!, is an expression 
of indignation at their perversity, rather than an explanation of 
the parable. Merx, too, upholds this reading, and finds in it the 
original text which has given rise to the other readings. But it 
seems probable that the order of 8 C D La/and zparos are the 
original. 

There would be a natural tendency to transpose this order: 



XXI. 28-32. | LAST DAYS OF THE MESSIAH’S LIFE 229 

(1) It might be argued that if the first son went, there was 
no occasion to summon the second ; 

(2) the fulfilment of the command forms an unexpected climax 
to the story ; 

(3) it was natural to identify the disobedient son with the 
Jew, the obedient son with the Gentile. Along this 
line of interpretation the latter should come last in 
chronological order ; 

(4) the torepoy of v.28 may have had some influence in causing 
this verse to be placed after v.% ; 

(5) further, v.82 may have suggested the change of order. 
“John came, and you did not believe ”=ovx« amnd6e; 
“the toll-gatherers and harlots believed ” = perapeAnOeis 
ar7nArde. 

On these grounds the order of B might be explained as due 
to emendation for literary and exegetical reasons, and the substitu- 
tion of “the last” for “the first” might be supposed to be later 
than the transposition of order. 

But the MS. evidence suggests that the substitution is earlier 
than the transposition of order, and is the probable cause of it. 

The earliest emendation seems to have been the substitution 
of “the last” (D latt S!) for “the first.” This may be due to 
antipharisaic motives. The Lord had said of them that ‘they 
say and do not.” They must, therefore, be represented as 
approving of one who said “I go,” and went not. The variations 
torepos, €oxaTos are against the originality of this reading. 

The transposition of order seems to have originated in a text 
in which “the last ” had already been adopted, and to have been 
made by some one who misunderstood the motive which had led 
to the substitution of “the last” for ‘the first,” in order to make 
the Pharisees return the obvious answer. 

32, od perewedAnOnre] BI 13 22 33 latt have ov5é. D omits the nega- 
tive. cealter its position guod non credidistis, S' also omits. Burkitt 
translates ‘“‘ but ye, when ye saw z#—at the last have ye changed your 
mind that ye should believe in Him?” But the clause is not necessarily 
interrogative in the Syriac. The omission is probably accidental. The 
clause is very difficult. Mt. has rod with the infinitive seven times. In 
28 and 3}3 with an aorist, of a definite action, in 111 and 13° with a present, 
of a continuous action. In 68 it occurs after mp4. Here ‘‘did not repent 
so as to believe” should be rod micrevew rather than Tod micredcar. But to 
translate “‘did not repent of having, believed” seems to destroy the sense. 
The Pharisees had zo¢ believed, v.*%. D’s omission of the negative gives a 
possible rendering ‘‘ repented so as to believe” ; but this seems an unlikely 
conclusion to the saying. The transposition of the negative by c e also gives 
a weak finish to the saying, and is probably a translator’s emendation. A 
omits the whole of the last clause. This may be due to homeoteleuton. It 
is difficult to think that the clause as it stands is original, but if any part 
is genuine od or ovdé pereuedi@nre must have belonged to it; possibly rod 
mwicTetoa avrg is a later gloss. 
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83-46. From Mk 12112 See Briggs, Zhe Messiah of the 
Gospels, p. 114. 

83-46. The labourers in the vineyard. 
M 83. Hear another parable: There was a man, a householder, 

who planted a vineyard, and placed round it a fence, and digged in 
it a press, and built a tower.) Mk. has: “A man planted a vine- 
yard, and placed round (it) a fence, and digged a press, and built 
a tower.” The details are borrowed from Is 52. For the adv@pwzros 
—oikodeomérys Gotts, Cf. 1352 dvOpurw oixoderrorn Gotis, 20! 26., 
1838 dvOpwrw Bacird ds. Mk. has simply av@pwros.—dpaypov abr 
tepreOnxev] Mk. has zepreOyxev ppaypov. For Mt.’s order, cf. 
Is 52,—Anvov] Mk. has troAnnov; Is. rpodAjnov. 

M 88. And let it out to husbandmen, and went away.| So Mk. 
M 984. And when the season of the fruits arrived, he sent hts 

servant to the husbandmen to receive its fruits.) Mk. has: “ And 
sent to the husbandmen at the season a servant, that he might 
receive from the husbandmen the fruits of the vineyard.” 

M 35. And the husbandmen took his servants, and beat one, and 
killed another, and stoned another.) Mk. has: ‘‘ And they took 
him, and beat him, and sent him away empty. And again he sent 
to them another servant; and him they—(?), and shamefully 
treated. And another he sent, and him they killed.” 

M 36. Again, he sent other servants more than the first: and they 
did to them likewise.| Mk. has: ‘ And many others ; beating some, 
and killing some.” In Mk. there is before the final sending of the 
son a triple sending of a single messenger, vv.* +5, followed by a 
general statement, v.5 “and many others.” Mt. simplifies this 
into a double sending of several messengers, vv.** %°, but seems to 
show a trace of Mk.’s first three messengers in his dv mév, dv dé, 
ov dé, v.95, He avoids Mk.’s rare and uncertain (probably corrupt) 
word éxe¢adiwoav. Further, in Mk. the treatment of the first three 
messengers is climactic: the first they beat and sent away, the 
second they put to shame, the third they killed. After this “the 
many others” comes in very weakly. Mt., with his double sending 
of several messengers, avoids this anticlimax. Lk. has a triple 
sending of a single messenger. The first was beaten and sent 
back empty-handed, the second beaten and dishonoured and sent 
away, the third wounded and cast out. Thus the crime of murder 
is not reached till the son is sent. 

M 87. And at last he sent to them his son, saying, They will 
reverence my son.| Mk. has: “Still one he had, a son beloved. 
He sent him last to them, saying that they will reverence my 
son.” See Gould on Mk 128-4, 

Mu 38. But the husbandmen, having seen the son, said amongst 
themselves, This ts the hetr ; come, let us kill him, and let us have his 
inheritance.| Mk. has: “But those husbandmen said to one 
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another that this is the heir; come, let us kill him, and ours shall 
be the inheritance.—év éavrois] Mk. has zpos éavrovs. Mt. avoids 
mpos in this sense ; cf. v.%, and 167= Mk 816, 

39. And they took him, and cast him outside the vineyard, and M 
killed him.| Mk. has: ‘‘ And they took him, and killed him, and 
cast him outside the vineyard.” Mt., with the history of the 
Passion in his mind, reverses Mk.’s second and third clauses. 
Christ was crucified outside the city. See on Lk 20}, 

40, 41. When, therefore, the lord of the vineyard shall come, what M 
will he do to those husbandmen? They say to him, He will evilly 
destroy the evil ones, and will give the vineyard to other husbandmen, 
who will render to him the fruits at thetr seasons.| Mk. has: 
What will the lord of the vineyard do? He will come 
and destroy the husbandmen, and will give the vineyard to 
others.” In Mk. Christ Himself answers the rhetorical question. 
Mt. places the answer in the mouth of the rulers, that they them- 
selves, as in y.%!, may pronounce their own condemnation. This 
change involves others. Mk.’s abrupt ri zoujoer 6 Kvpios Tod 
dumeXGvos must now, as an independent sentence, be rounded off 
by the anticipation of drar ody éAOy, and by the addition of éxeévots, 
which had been omitted from Mk’% In v.4! Kaxods xaxds takes 
the place of éA\evoerat, which has been transferred to v.#9; éxdacerar, 
cf. e&<dero, v.38, takes the place of déoa, and a clause is added to 
round off the sentence. For the phraseology, cf. Ps 1%. 

42. Jesus saith to them, Did you never read in the Scriptures, M 
The stone which the builders rejected, this became the head of the 
corner: from the Lord was this, and it is marvellous in our eyes ?| 
So Mk., without “Jesus saith to them,” and with “ Did you not 
read this Scripture,” for Mt.’s “ Did you never read in the Scrip- 
tures.” The quotation is from the LXX of Ps 117%. avry 
corresponds to the Heb. neutral pronoun nxt. “ This ” means this 
fact, that the rejected stone became the head of the corner. 

43. Therefore I say to you, That the kingdom of God shall beE 
taken from you, and shall be given toa nation which produceth tts 
fruits.| The words do not occur in Mk. ‘They are an expository 
comment of the editor. The parable carries forward the thought 
of the preceding section. The Jewish rulers had adopted towards 
the Baptist a policy of non-recognition, which involved them in 
doubts as to the authority of Christ as the Messiah, vv.2°-°%. Their 
action was typical and prophetic. They had at all times disobeyed 
the messengers of God, and were on the point of putting to death 
the Messiah, the Son of God, and His final Messenger to them. 
Consequently the divine favour, the kingdom = the vineyard, would 
be withdrawn from them and given to others. Vv.*!-#* express the 
same thought under another metaphor. The stone which the 
builders of Israel, that is, the Jewish authorities, rejected would 
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become the chief stone in another building. The edifice of Israel’s 
national life was to give place to another building ; cf. 1618 oixo- 
Somnow pov THY éxxkAynotav.—7 Bacrdr«la Tov Oeod| Since the parable 
as a whole is clearly taken from Mk., there is every reason to 
suppose that this verse, which is not in Mk., is an editorial 
comment on the meaning of the parable. The vineyard was to be 
taken from the Jewish nation; but what term could the editor sub- 
stitute for the vineyard? What he wished to express was, no doubt, 
the privileged position of the Jews as the recipients of a divine 
revelation. But this was just what the Rabbinical writers express 
by “the sovereignty of the heavens.” When a heathen became a 
proselyte, and was incorporated into the privileged Jewish people, 
he was said to take upon himself the sovereignty of the heavens ; 
see Dalman, Words, p. 97. We might therefore have expected the 
editor to use the phrase BaowXeia ray otpavav. But since he has 
throughout the Gospel employed this term for the eschatological 
kingdom which Christ announced, and which was to be inaugurated 
when the Son of Man came upon the clouds of heaven, it would 
have been unsuitable here. For that kingdom had never been the 
possession of the Jewish rulers, and could not be taken from 
them. The phrase Bacwrcia rod Oeod, in the sense current 
among the Jews of the 1st century a.D., of sovereignty of 
God, seemed more suitable here; and the editor, by using it, 
once more betrays his Jewish origin, and emphasises his sense of 
the difference between this phrase in his Gospel and the more 
frequent Baoircia trav otpavav. See on 1278 and 21°1, and Intro- 
duction, p. Ixvii.—é@ve.] the conception of the Christian society as 
an €Ovos occurs only here in the Gospel. It has twice been called 
an éxxkAnoia, 1617 1817, The word is probably here suggested by 
the idea of the Jewish nation, implied in the tuav. 

EP 44. And every one who falleth upon thts stone shall be dashed in 
pieces: but upon whomsoever it shall fall, it shall scatter him as dust. | 
The words do not occur in Mk. The stone of v.42 seems to have 
suggested the stone of Is 814-15 and the stone of Dn 2°4 44-45, The 
verse apparently means that the rejection of the Messiah, “ the son” 
of v.37 and “the stone” of v.42, would involve the complete break 
up of the Jewish polity.—Atxpjoe] is borrowed from Dn 2“ (Th.), 
and is used in the same sense as in that passage, namely, to break 
into small pieces, or to scatter as dust; see Deissm. Bzb. Stud. 
p. 225. See also Briggs, A/esstantc Prophecy, p. 208. 

The verse is omitted by D 33 abeff!2S). It may perhaps be 
an interpolation from Lk 20!8, where the saying occurs in the form 
mas 6 mecov er éxetvoy Tov AiGov, k.7.A. But the verse as it stands 
in Mt. looks very much like an early gloss, suggested by v.#%. That 
verse seems to be an editorial interpretation of the meaning of the 
parable. The vineyard was to be given to others, v.41. That is to 
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say, the privileges of the Jewish nation, entrusted to it by God, 
were to be taken from it and given to others. The editor describes 
these privileges as “the kingdom of God,” by which he probably 
means the whole of the special revelation vouchsafed to the Jewish 
nation. He could hardly have used the term “the kingdom of 
the heavens,” because he everywhere employs this term to signify 
the kingdom announced by Christ as coming in the near future. 
Here the parable necessitates the use of a term to describe some 
privilege, corresponding to the vineyard, already in the possession 
of the Jewish nation. It is not very probable that after thus 
interpreting the parable and closing the narrative the editor would 
have added v.*4, which carries the thought back again to v.*% But 
a later copyist of the Gospel has been reminded by the word <6ve 
(v.48) of a passage in Dn 2* where it is said that the kingdom 
shall not be left to another people, 7 BactAcia airod ae Erepw ovx 
iroteaPOjoerar, Th. ; avry 7 BacrAcia ddXo EBvos ov py eaon, LXX. 
Whilst considering this contrast, his eye was caught by the next 
clause in Dn., Aerruvel Kal AtKpyoe macas Tas BaciAcias. This 
afforded him the nucleus of an explanatory gloss, v.*4, which he 
has built up out of Dn 2 (Th.), Is 8!-15. How, then, are we 
to explain Lk 20/8? It is natural to say that, if not genuine in 
Mt., the history of the saying begins with Lk 2018, whence it has 
been transferred to Mt. But, if I am not mistaken, the history of 
the clause begins rather with Mt 214%. It was the Ove: of that 
verse which directed attention to the “other nation” of Dn 2*, 
and so to the Axurjoe of that passage. It is improbable that the 
original editor of Mt. inserted v.*4, but it may have been inter- 
polated at a very early date, and may have been read as part of 
the first Gospel by the author of the third. Or it may have passed 
from the first Gospel into the third at so early a date that no hint 
of its spuriousness there is given by the extant witnesses to the 
text of that Gospel. There is, of course, no reason why the same 
glossator should not have inserted the words in both Gospels. 

45. And the chief priest and the Pharisees heard His parables, M 
and perceived that He speaks about them.) 

46. And seeking to arrest Him, they feared the multitudes, since M 
they held Him for a prophet.| Mk. has: “They were seeking to 
arrest Him, and feared the multitude: for they perceived that He 
spoke the parable with reference to them. And leaving Hin, they 
went away.” Mt., who has another parable to insert, omits the last 
clause. Mt.’s slight changes of Mk. are intentional. éyvwcav yap 
in Mk. explains not the immediately preceding clause, but e{jrouv 
avrév xparjoa. Mt. places the clauses in logical order: (a) the 
motive, “they perceived that He spoke about them”; (4) the con- 
sequent action, “seeking to arrest Him”; (c) the hindrance, “they 
feared the people.” Then to maintain the external form of Mk.’s 
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sentence, he adds another clause stating the ground of édofyOncav. 
—6xXovs] as often, for Mk.’s singular. eis zpopyryy, according to 
\Wellhausen, is Aramaic. We should expect as, as in v.%6, 

83-46. Mt. and Lk. agree against Mk. in the following parti- 
culars. Both have the order av@pwros é@itevoey aumeddva, Mt 33, 
Lk 20%. Both insert ot yewpyot, Mt *, Lk 1 Both insert iddvres, 
Mt 38, Lk 14. Both insert ody, Mt 4°, Lk % Both insert of 
apxvepets, Mt #, Lk 1% More important is the fact that Lk. also 
inserts words almost identical with Mt 44. If Mt ** be genuine, 
this agreement might seem to suggest a second source. But 
since in other respects the texts of Mt. and Lk. read like the 
result of independent redaction of Mk., it is better to suppose 
that Lk. had read Mt., and that the agreements just mentioned 
are due to reminiscence by Lk. of Mt.’s version of the parable. 

The editor here adds a parable from the Logia. 
E XXII. 1. And Jesus answered again, and spake in parables to 

them, saying, 
L 2. The kingdom of the heavens is likened to a human king, who 

made a marriage for his son.| For pow, see on 1374, For 
avOpuTw Bacrret, 188, 

L 8. And sent his servants to call the invited (guests) to the 
marriage: and they were unwilling to come. | 

L 4. Again, he sent other servants, saying, Say to the invited 
(guests), Behold, my feast I have prepared: my oxen and fatlings 
are slaughtered, and all things are ready: come to the marriage. | 
For the double sending, cf. 21%6, 

L 5, 6. And they, neglecting (the invitation), went away, one to his 
E estate, and one to his business: and the rest setzed his servants, 

and ill-treated them, and killed them.|—id.ov| here = the possessive 
pronoun; see Deissm. Bid. Stud. 123. 

E 7%. And the king was angry, and sent his armies, and destroyed 
those murderers, and burnt up their city. | 

6, 7. These verses may be due to the editor writing in remem- 
brance of the death of the Baptist, the Crucifixion of the Messiah, 
the persecution of the Apostles, and the destruction of Jerusalem. 
V.8 follows well upon v.59. otk joav déor suits the indifferent 
guests of v.5 much better than the executed murderers of v.7.. The 
verse expresses the editor’s belief in the connection between the 
fall of Jerusalem and the Parousia. The marriage feast here 
follows the burning of the city. 

L 8. Zhen he saith to his servants, The marriage feast is ready, 
but the invited (guests) were not worthy. | 

L 9. Go therefore to the byways, and as many as ye shall find, 
invite to the marriage. |\—SveEodovs tov 68av] Cf. Hdt. i. 199. 

L 10. And those servants went out into the highways, and gathered 
all whom they found, both evil and good: and the marriage feast 
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was supplied with guests.|\—ovvyyayov| is probably a translation of 
the Aram. root p33 which in the Piel means to “gather,” and in 
the Hiphil to “bring in,” to “invite.” The subst. 7D337 means 
hospitality, e.g. DNWS non, Skabd 127%, Peah, c.1. movynpovs pre- 
pares the way for vv.1!-!4.—zovypovs te kai] te xat only here in 
Mt., re occurs also in 2748 2812, 

1-10. So far the editor has adapted a Logian “kingdom” 
parable to his context. In the original parable the story of a 
king who made a marriage feast and invited guests who were 
indifferent to the invitation, was used to describe the reception 
accorded to the good news of the coming kingdom of the heavens. 
By inserting vv.®" the editor has adapted this, and brought it into 
line with Mark’s parable of the Husbandmen, and the preceding 
parable of the Two Sons. The Jewish nation in the person of its 
rulers had refused to listen to God’s call to repentance (21°), had 
rejected the Messiah (v.%%), and had neglected the summons to 
the marriage feast (225). Consequently, judgement upon them 
was at hand. Another people would receive their privileges (214 
2210), whilst the Jewish metropolis, and with it the Jewish polity, 
would be destroyed, 227. The next four verses seem to be the 
closing paragraph of another parable. They are hardly suitable 
here as a conclusion of vy.!-!°, because the people invited in from 
the streets could hardly be expected to have provided themselves 
with festal attire. The parable to which 1-4 originally belonged no 
doubt spoke of an interval between the invitation and the feast, 
during which the guests were expected to make suitable preparations. 

Such a parable is attributed to Jochanan ben Zaccai in B. 
Shabbath 153°, and to Judah ha Nasi in Midr. Koh 98 (Winsche, 
p. 122). A king invited his servants to a feast, but gave them no 
fixed time for the meal. The wise attired themselves fittingly, and 
waited at the palace door. The foolish went away to their work. 
Suddenly the king issued his summons. The wise came in their 
festal robes, and the foolish in their working clothes. These were 
made to stand and watch the wise enjoying the meal. Lk 14)? 
has a parable of similar outline to Mt 221!% But the language 
and details are quite different. The two Evangelists clearly are 
not borrowing from the same written source. 

11. And the king went in to behold the guests, and saw there L 
a man not attired in a wedding garment.|— ovx évdedupévov] cf. 
Moulton, pp. 231 f.—@eacac Oar] cf. on 117. 

12. And he saith to him, Friend, how camest thou in here not 
having a wedding garment? And he was reduced to silence.|\— 
éraipe] See on 203%, 

13. Then the king said to the servants, Bind him feet and hands, L 
and cast him out into the outer darkness ; there shall be the wailing 
and the gnashing of teeth.| Parable and fulfilment here inter- 

e 
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mingle. In the parable the rejected guest was dismissed from 
the palace with ignominy. But the editor has in mind the fulfil- 
ment of the parable in the expulsion of the unworthy from the 
kingdom into the darkness of Gehenna, cf. 131-42, and gives the 
ending of the parable in terms more appropriate to its explanation 
and fulfilment. For 76 oxdros, x.7.A, see on 812, 

L 14. For many are called, but few chosen.) Vv.4-4 do not seem 
to suit this connection. The editor has added them apparently 
because of the similarity of subject-matter, a wedding feast !1, 
a wedding garment 1-14, Vy.!10 in this connection seem clearly 
prophetic of the fate of the Jewish nation. That is to say, this 
application is given to the parable by the context into which the 
editor has set it. But vv.!!-!* seem to have no bearing upon this 
application, unless we suppose that the editor found in the verses 
some such train of thought as the following. The Jews as a 
nation would be punished for their rejection of God’s call by the 
destruction of their national polity, vv.1% Their privileges would 
be given to other people, v.!°; but though the invitation would be 
given to all, none would be admitted without the proper qualifica- 
tion, 4-4, It seems clear that the parable from which 1-8 are 
taken originally had reference not to the Jewish nation at all, but 
to the Christian society waiting for the coming kingdom, During 
this period the disciples were to be in a state of readiness, because 
when the kingdom came all who were not prepared would be 
rejected. Compare the parable of the Tares, 1324-9 36-48, and that 
of the Virgins, 25!-8. The wedding garment obviously symbolises 
a condition of readiness and equipment with the necessary quali- 
fication. What this is need not be further defined than by saying 
that it is the righteousness obtained by obedience to Christ’s 
teaching, 57°; or by doing the will of God, 7%; or the moral 
qualifications which Christ recommends, 18%; or confession of 
Him before men, 10%. V.14 seems to express this warning in a 
proverbial form. Many are called to enter the kingdom, but 
comparatively few obtain the necessary qualifications, and are 
ultimately admitted. The words, though they express the same 
lesson of warning as vv.1!-18, do not seem very harmonious in form 
with them. They may be a detached saying added here by the 
editor because of the verbal connection! between xAyroié and 
xexAnpevot, vv.2*4, The contrast between the few and the many is 
found in 2 Es 8! ** The Most High hath made this world for many, 
but the world to come for few”;® ‘‘There be many created, but 
few shall be saved”; cf. 855 “the multitude of them that perish” ; 
g)5 “there shall be more of them which perish, than of them 
which shall be saved”; Ajfoc. Bar 44) “the dwelling of the rest 
who are many will be in the fire.” 

1 Cf. on 6! 187, 
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15-22. From Mk 12!%1!7,_ See Gould zx loc. 
15. Then the Pharisees went and took counsel how they might M 

entrap Him in argument. | 
16. And they send to Him their disciples with the Herodians, M 

saying, Teacher, we know that Thou art true, and teachest the way 
of God in truth, and carest not for any man; for Thou regardest 
not the person of men.| Mk. has: “ And they send to Him certain 
of the Pharisees and of the Herodians, that they might ensnare Him 
in argument. And they came and say to Him, Teacher, We know 
that Thou art true, and carest not for any man ; for Thou regardest 
not the person of men, but truly teachest the way of God.” In 
Mk. the “they” must refer to the chief priests and elders and 
scribes, who have not been mentioned by name since 1127. Mt., 
who throughout regards the Pharisees as the most bitter of Christ’s 
opponents, and lays stress on their hostility, has inserted chief 
priests and Pharisees in 21*, and reintroduces them here as the 
subject of the sentence. For rdre, see on 27. For zopevfertes, 
see on 217; and for ovpBovrArov €AaBov, 1214. Mt. substitutes 
mayoevew for Mk.’s dypevew. He retains here, unusually, Mk.’s 
historic present, drooréAAovow. He had omitted the Herodians 
from Mk 3%, but retains them here because their presence adds 
point to the narrative. As supporters of Herod, they would have 
been glad to denounce to the Roman Government any one who 
agitated against the political status guo. The rearrangement of 
clauses in v.16 brings together the two positive sentences followed by 
the two negative ones.—rjyv 66dv Tod Geod] for ddov, see on 2131, The 
way of God is the conduct or manner of life which God requires. 

17. Zell us, therefore, What thinkest Thou? Ts it lawful to give wm 
tribute to Cesar or not?| Mk. omits the first clause, and adds 
ddpev H pn SGmev. For ri cou Soxet, see on 17%, For Mt.’s 
omission of the redundant “shall we give or not give,” see on 816; 
and for xnvoos, 17%. 

18. And Jesus perceived their malice, and said, Why tempt yem 
Me, ye hypocrites?| Mk. has: “And He knew (eidss) their 
hypocrisy, and said to them, Why tempt ye Me?” Mt. substitutes 
movnptay for trdxpeowv, but adds toxprtai. 

19. Show to Me the tribute coin. And they brought to Himay 
denarius.| Mk. has: “Bring Me a denarius, that I may see it. 
And they brought (one).” Mk.’s pépere may be due to the fact that 
Roman denarii would not be current in the Temple, and were, there- 
fore, not likely to be found there. Ifso, Mt. with his éwide’Eare misses 
the point. See Swete. For zpoodépev, see Introduction, p. Ixxxvi. 

20. And He saith to them, Whose ts this representation and 
legend? They say to Him, Caesars.) Mk. has: “And He saith 
to them, Whose is this representation and legend? And they said 
to Him, Cesar’s.” For tore, see 27. 



238 THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO S. MATTHEW [XXII. 21-28. 

M 21. Then He saith to them, Render therefore to Cesar the things 
of Cesar, and to God the things of God.| So Mk., with “ And Jesus 
said” and no ovv, which occurs in Mk. about four times as against 
about fifty-six occurrences in Mt. For the meaning, see Swete. 

M 22. And they heard (it), and marvelled, and left Him, and 
departed.| Mk. has: “And they were marvelling at Him.”— 
éOavpacav] aor. for Mk.’s imperfect, as often. 

15-22. Lk. agrees with Mt. in omitting dépev } py Sdpev from 
Mk v.14; in defEare Lk 2*=Mt 19 éridetfare against Mt 1° pépere ; 
and in the order drodore—ra Kaioapos as against Mk.’s ra. Kaicapos 
dzodote. Also in adrots, Mt 2! = zpos avrovs, Lk *. 

23-33. From Mk 1218-27, 
M 28. On that day there came to Him Sadducees, saying that there ts 

no resurrection, and they asked Him.| Mk. has: “ And there come 
Sadducees to Him, who say that there is no resurrection ; and they 
were asking Him.” For ey exeivy tH jyepa, see 131; mpoonAOor, 
see on 4% Mt. avoids Mk.’s hist. pres. épyovrat, as often.— 
éxnpwtncav] Mt. avoids Mk.’s imperf., as often. 

M 24. Saying, Teacher, Moses said, If a man die, not having 
children, his brother should marry his wife, and raise up seed to his 
brother.| Mk. has : “Saying, Teacher, Moses wrote for us, that if 
a man’s brother die, and leave a wife, and leave no child, that his 
brother should take his wife, and raise up seed to his brother.” 
Mk.’s Greek is awkward. In éypawev 6r.—iva there is a confusion 
of two constructions, and the threefold adeAddés obscures the 
meaning. Mt. substitutes ris for twos ddeAgds, thus getting rid of 
one ddeXdds, omits the superfluous ‘va, omits the unnecessary kat 
xatahiry ‘yuvaixa, and substitutes the technical érvyapBpevew for 
Ad Byn:1 cf. Gn 388 yapBpevoa atryv. In Lv 1816 2071 marriage 
with a deceased brother’s wife is forbidden. But Dt 2550 
specifies certain circumstances under which it shall be the duty of a 
man to contract such a marriage.—pa éxwv téxva] The Heb. has 
simply “son,” ze. male issue. But the LXX has o7vépya, and 
Jos. (Anz. iv. 255) interpreted in this sense. 

M 25. And there were with us seven brethren ; and the first, having 
married, died, and not having seed, left his wife to his brother. | 
Mk. has: ‘*Seven brethren there were; and the first took a wife, 
and died, and left no seed.” 

M 26. Likewise the second, and the third, to the seventh.| Mk. 
has: ‘And the second took her, and died, not leaving seed. And 
the third likewise. And the seven left no seed.” 

M 27. And Last of all, the woman died.| So Mk. with éoxarov for 
torepov. Mt. seven times has torepov. 

M 28. Jn the resurrection, therefore, of which of them shall she be 

1In Dt 255 LXX has xal cwvoixjoe arp for ADR}, but Aq. has ‘«xal) éweyap- 
Bpevoe (avTHy). 
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wife, for all had her?| Mk. has: “In the resurrection, of which 
of them shall she be wife, for the seven had her as wife?” Mt. 
avoids Mk.’s repeated “seven” and ‘‘ wife,” and inserts a con- 
necting particle (ovr). 

29. And Jesus answered and said to them, Ye err, not knowing M 
the Scriptures, nor the power of God.| Mk. has: ‘‘Jesus said to 
them, Do ye not therefore err,” etc. Christ’s answer is twofold. 
In denying the possibility of a resurrection, and in supposing that 
imaginary complications arising out of earthly relationships could 
be used as an argument against it, they betrayed (a) insufficient 
knowledge of the law, which, if it did not explicitly teach the doc- 
trine of the resurrection, yet did implicitly teach its possibility ; (4) 
want of faith in the power of God to solve all such difficulties as 
they alleged. Broadly speaking, a belief in a resurrection was a 
fundamental doctrine of Jewish literature from the second century 
B.c. See Charles, Eschatology; Volz, Jud. Eschat. 240 ff. ; Schiirer, 
i. ii. 179 ff. But very varied views were held as to its scope. 
The Sadducees denied it; see Jos. Wars, ii. 165; B. Sanh go». 
So did the Samaritans, who were accused by the Jews of having 
falsified the Pentateuch in order to obliterate passages which taught 
it; Sanh go. Appeal was made on behalf of it to Scripture, e.g. 
in B. Sanh go R. Jochanan appeals to Nu 18%8, from which it 
is deduced that Aaron is eternally living: “Here is also the 
resurrection of the dead signified.” R.Simai appealed to Ex 64 
“The Sadducees asked R. Gamaliel, Whence is it proved that the 
Holy One, blessed be He, will raise the dead? He answered, From 
the Pentateuch, the Prophets, and the Hagiographa.” There follow 
citations of Dt 3116, Is 261%, and Ca 71° “He has no part in 
the world to come,” says the Mishnah (Sam 101), “who denies 
that the resurrection can be proved from the Pentateuch.” 

80. For in the resurrection they do not marry, nor are given inM 

marriage, but are as angels in heaven.1| Mk. has: “ For when they 
rise from the dead they do not marry, nor are given in marriage ; 
but are as angels in the heavens.” The point seems to be that, in 
the life which follows the resurrection, men will then be as the 
angels in heaven now are, immortal, and without need of marriage 
to propagate their kind. 

81, 32. But concerning the resurrection of the dead, Have yeM 
not read that which was said to you by God, saying, Tam the God 
of Abraham, and the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob? He is 
not the God of dead (persons), but of living.| The inference seems 
to be that when the words were spoken the patriarchs were still 

1 év rp obpav@. Mk. has éy rots ovpavots, and the plural would accord with 
the usage of the first Gospel. Cf. 247 96 181°, Mk 13°" has the singular in this 
connection, and Mt. there substitutes the plural, so that the singular in 22™ is 
all the more unexpected. 



M 

E 

E 

240 THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO S. MATTHEW [ XXII. 31-35. 

living, and that their resurrection was a natural and probable 
corollary. Cf. the similar inference from Nu 188 with reference 
to Aaron, quoted above from Sazk go®. Mk. has: “ But con- 
cerning the dead, that they rise: have ye not read in the book ot 
Moses, at the Bush how God spake to him, saying, I am the God 
of Abraham, and God of Isaac, and God of Jacob? He is not 
God of dead persons, but of living: ye greatly err.” The quota- 
tion is from Ex 3°, 

33. And when the multitudes heard, they were astonished at His 
teaching.) The editor inserts here words which he has omitted 
from Mk 1138 ‘For all the multitude was astonished at His 
teaching.” 

23-33. Lk. agrees with Mt. against Mk. in the following: 
mpoonrOov, Mt #2 = zpooedOovres, Lk 27; Epyovrar, Mk 38, 
ernpwtynoav, Mt 23, Lk 27; éxnpwtwv, Mk 38, 
tortepov, Mt 27, Lk 82; éxyarov, Mk 22, 
elev, Mt 29, Lk 54; édyn, Mk %. 
Both Mt * and Lk °° insert otv, and both omit éAaBev airy, 

Kal arcOavey py Katadurav orépya from Mk 21, 

23. Aéyovres] So® BD a/S! S?(“‘and they say”). The meaning seems 
to be that certain Sadducees came and denied that there was a resurrection. 
Nc E F a/ have ol Aéyorvres ; but with this reading we should expect also of 
Zaddovxaior. 

30. dyyeho] Add deod, XL. Omit BD 1 2009 latt S' S%, 

84-40. Cf. Mk 1278-4, 
34. And the Pharisees, having heard that He had silenced the 

Sadducees, were gathered together. | 
35. And one of them asked Him, testing Him.] 
Mk. here records the story of a scribe who, approving of 

Christ’s answers, himself asked a question, and expressed great 
approval of the answer which he received. The story ends with 
a statement of Christ’s appreciation of the character of His 
questioner. In Mt. the incident takes a different turn. The 
Pharisees gather together, and one of them puts a question to 
Christ, testing Him. The whole of Mk.’s continuation of the 
narrative after Christ’s answer is omitted. It is difficult to see in 
the continual mention of the Pharisees in Mt. any other purpose 
than a desire to prepare the way for the chapter of denunciation 
of the scribes and Pharisees which is to follow in ch. 23. Cf. 21* 
“the chief priests and the Pharisees,” 2215 ‘the Pharisees,” 
84 “the Pharisees,” 4! “the Pharisees.” This may account for 
the unfavourable view taken here of Mk.’s scribe He was a 
Pharisee, and came to Christ with hostile intent. Consequently 
the approval expressed of him by Christ must be dropped, and 
with it goes what may have seemed to the editor the somewhat 
patronising words of the scribe in Mk 12°33, Cf. the omission 
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of the reproachful od péAa oor from Mk 4°8= Mt 825, and of the 
somewhat sarcastic question from Mk 697 = Mt 141", 

In this way Mt 2244? might be explained as due to editorial 
revision of Mk 1278-84, But another factor has to be taken into 
account. Lk. in the parallel to Mk. abbreviates the whole section 
into one sentence: ‘‘And certain of the scribes answered and 
said, Teacher, Thou hast well said. For no one dared to ask 
Him anything.” Two reasons for this shortening may be con- 
jectured—(a) Lk. found Mk.’s narrative to be not free from 
objection ; (4) he had already inserted a similar story free from 
the objectionable element in 107527, Now, Lk 10-27 agrees in 
some points with Mt 22%440 against Mk 12. In both, according 
to the usual text, the questioner is described as voyuxds. In both 
he comes to test Christ—zepafwv, Mt *; éxmepafwv, Lk %. 
Both stories have a definite reference to the law, év 76 vouw; and 
both omit the quotation from Dt 64, and partially assimilate Mk.’s 
quotation of Dt 6° to the Hebrew by substituting év for Mk.’s é 
(=LXX). Lk., however, has both prepositions. These facts are 
rather difficult to explain. We might suppose that Mt. and Lk. 
were both acquainted with a narrative of a lawyer who came to 
tempt Christ. Lk. inserted it in ch. 10, and afterwards omitted the 
somewhat similar narrative of Mk 12, whilst Mt. substituted it for 
the story of Mk 12. Or Mt.’s text may be regarded as a revision 
of Mk.’s, and Lk 107-27 may be entirely independent, or affected 
by reminiscence of Mt. and Mk. on the part of Lk. 

36. Teacher, what kind of commandment is great in the law?|M? 

Mk. has: “What kind of commandment is first of pp 
cf. 19/8 Or it is equivalent to ris; cf. 21%, Win.-Schm. 
Pp: 245. 

37. And He said to him, Thou shalt love the Lord thy God? 
with all thy heart, and with all thy soul, and with all thy mind.| 
Mk. has: “Jesus answered that the first is, Hear, O Israel; The 
Lord our God is one Lord: And thou shalt love the Lord thy 
God from all thy heart, and from all thy soul, and from all thy 
mind, and from all thy strength.” The quotation is from Dt 6°. 
The LXX has “from all thy mind (éavoéas), and from all thy 
soul, and from all thy power (dvvdmews).” But A F Luc have 
kapdtas for duavoias. Mk. seems to have conflated the two 
renderings, and to have substituted icyvos for duvdpews. Mt., 
remembering the fact that there were only three clauses in the 
original, retains only the first three from Mk., and assimilates to 
the Hebrew by substituting év for ék. 

38. This ts the great and first commandment.| M 
39. A second similar one is this, Thou shalt love thy neighbour yt? 

as thyself.| The quotation is from Lv 19!8, and has already been 
quoted in 19%. This saying in a negative form is ascribed to Hillel 

16 
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in B. Shabd 31% “‘ What is hateful to thee, do not do to thy neigh- 
bour. ‘That is the whole law. All else is commentary upon it.” ! 

MP 40. On these two commandments hangeth the whole law, and the 
prophets.| Mk. has: “ Greater than these is no other command- 
ment.” 

Mt. here postpones Mk *° to the end of the next section, 
where it suitably closes the whole series of questions. 

84. émi 7d a’rd] D latt S! S* have én’ adrév cf. 2777 cuvijyaryov én’ abrév. 
él has here a hostile significance, as in Ac 4°. This reading gives an 
admirable sense, and would be easily corrupted into él rd avré: cf. Ac 478, 

35. vouixds] Om. 1 eS! Arm Orig. The word occurs seven times in 
Lk., not in Mk., nor elsewhere in Mt. 

37. diavola] c S'S? have ‘‘ power” (¢. virtute)=loxvi from Mk. S? S? 
ale ane ‘‘from”’ for év throughout, assimilating to Mk. (and the Pesh. VS. 
ce) oe 

41-45. From Mk 12%5-87, 
M 41. And when the Pharisees were gathered together, Jesus asked 

them, saying.| Mk. has: “ And Jesus answered and said, as He 
taught in the temple.” For the emphasis on the Pharisees, cf. 
on v.5, The collocation of cw 6ycar, v.*4, with rept tod Xpucrod, 
v.42, suggests that very possibly the Evangelist had in mind Ps 2%. 

M 42. What think ye about the Messiah? Whose Son is He? 
They say to Him, Davids.| Mk. has: ‘How say the scribes 
that the Messiah is David’s Son?”—+ri tiv Soxet] cf. on 17%. 
For Adyovow ard, cf. 197 2151 2271, 

M 48. He saith to them, How then does David in the Spirit call 
Him Lord, saying?| Mk. has: “ David himself in the Holy Spirit 
said.” —ev mvevpart| Ze. by divine inspiration. Cf. “ David said in 
the Holy Spirit,” Schir ha-Schirim 21 (Winsche, p. 54), and see 
Bacher, Zxeget. Termin. ii. 202. 

M 44. The Lord said to My Lord, Sit at My right hand until 1 
place Thy enemies underneath Thy feet.| So Mk. That is to say, 
“there is a Psalm of David in which the writer speaks of the 
Messiah as Lord.” It is assumed that the Psalm is Davidic, and 
that it deals with the Messiah. The reference is to Ps r1ol. 
Both Mt. and Mk. differ from the LXX in omitting the article 
before xvptos, and in substituting troxarw for trordd.ov. 

M 465. /f, therefore, David calls Him Lord, how is He His Son? 
Mk. has: “ David himself calls Him Lord, and whence is He His 
Son?” Christ here raises a difficulty which He does not solve. 
If the Messiah is David’s Son, how is it that David, speaking by 
divine inspiration, ascribes to Him a divine title and divine 
prerogatives? The solution suggested, though not expressed, is 
that the Messiah is not only Son of David, but Son of God. See 
Dalm. Words, pp. 285 f. 

1Cf. also Siphra on Lv 19'8 (Ugol. 853) ‘‘ Rabbi Akiba said, This is the 
greatest commandment in the law,” and Bereshith R. (Wiinsche, p. 112). 
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46. And no one could answer Him a word, nor did any oneM 

dare from that day to question Him any further.| Mk. has: “ And 
no one any further dared to question Him.” 

Mt. and Lk. agree in the following : 
avrovs, Mt 41, Lk 41. 
kadeti—zras, Mt *, Lk #4; A€yer—dbev, Mk 5, 
Both insert otv, Mt *, Lk *, 

44. iroxdrw]) NBD albehqS!S?; irorddiiov, EF a/latt. In Mk. 
vmoxdtw is read by B Ds T4 28 S!, brorddiov by N AL X a/latt. Lk. has 
vmomédd.ov here (N B a/ S}, but D latt S?, broxdtw) and in Ac 2®. 

XXIII. For Mk 1257>-40 Mt. substitutes a much longer dis- 
course. The relation of this to Lk. may be shown as follows: 

Mt. Lk. 
1-3 

4 1146 
5 

6-7a Mk 1238. 39 1143 2046 
7b-11 

12 141 1814 
13 1152 
15 

16-22 

23 1142 
24 

25-26 1139-41 
27-28 1144 
29-31 II 47-48 

82-33 

84-36 1149-51 
87-39 1334-35 

It will be seen that Lk 115952 contains sayings spoken to a 
Pharisee, °8, or Pharisees, 42, or lawyers, #6, all of which are 
incorporated in Mt 23, but without distinction of audience, in a 
different order, and in different language. The last difference 
makes it very unlikely that Mt. and Lk. had a common written 
source. Mt vwv.*?-89 recur in Lk 135485 in a different context, and 
with variations of language. A common written source is. im- 
probable. 

1. Then Jesus spake to the multitudes, and to His disciples, say- B 
ing.| Mk. has: “ Andin His teaching, He was saying.” Lk. also 
has rots xaOnrats in this connection. 

2. The scribes and the Pharisees sit on the seat of Moses.| Cf.L 
B. Rosh ha Shanah 25* “ Every council of three in Israel is like the 
council of Moses”; Adoth 11 ‘‘ Moses received . . . and delivered 
to Joshua, and Joshua to the elders, and the elders to the 
prophets, and the prophets to the men of the great synagogue.”— 
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éxd@tcav] The aor. is difficult. It may be due to the fact that 
the editor writes from his own standpoint, and looks back upon 
the period when the scribes and Pharisees were in power. But 
Wellhausen speaks of it as a Semiticism. 

L 8. All things therefore whatsoever they say to you, do and 
observe.| The words are difficult in view of the criticism of the 
regulations of the traditional law in 151°; cf. esp. 15° We must 
suppose that a limitation is to be inferred from “sit in Moses’ 
seat.” Do all things that they teach, in so far as this is in 
harmony with the spirit of the Mosaic law. The comprehensive- 
ness of the saying reminds us of 5!%—ASut do not according to 
their works: for they say, and do not.) This can hardly mean 
that the Pharisees did not themselves endeavour to conform to 
the regulations of the traditional law. The Aéyovow implies that 
the whole Pharisaic system was professedly an endeavour to fulfil 
the commands of God expressed in the Old Testament, and to 
live up to the moral standard there revealed. By ov zouovor is 
meant that in practice their system tended to miss the real 
righteousness of the Old Testament, and to overlook its true prin 
ciples, love, mercy, truth, etc. Cf. 127. They professed regard 
for the Old Testament, but neglected the mercy which it taught , 
15* 5 they so explained away the divine command of filial duty as 
to sanction the direct contrary; 23° they paid great attention to 
minuter regulations of the law, but neglected the great underlying 
moral principles. 

L 4. And they bind heavy burdens, and lay them upon the 
shoulders of men; and they themselves with their finger are unwilling 
to move them away.) Lk 1146 has: “Ye burden men with in- 
tolerable burdens, and yourselves touch not the burdens with one of 
your fingers.” The verse gives an example of the failure to “do” 
referred to in v.8. The law was given not as a burden, but as 
a privilege. But the Pharisaic interpretation of it made it a 
burden upon life. And the Pharisees refused to lighten this ever- 
accumulating burden of legal restrictions in the slightest degree. 
Traditionalism is always unwilling to relinquish what has become 
effete and antiquated. The burdens referred to are those of the 
traditional law with its ever-increasing complexity. 

For xwyjoar = “ to remove,” cf. Rev 2° 614. 
L 5. And all their works they do to be seen of men: for they 

make wide their phylacteries, and enlarge their tassels.| The verse 
emphasises a special vice which was eating into the heart of the 
whole Pharisaic system. For ¢vAaxrypia, see DZ, ‘ Phylacteries.” 
For xpaovreda, cf. on 9? 

ML 6, '7. And love the chief seat at feasts and the first places in the 
synagogues, and salutations in the market-places, and to be called by 
men, Rabbi.| Lk. has (114): “You love the first place in the 
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synagogues, and the salutations in the market-places.” Mk. 
reverses the order, and so does Lk. in the parallel to Mk., 20%. 
—guAoiter] so Lk. pidovvtwv. Mk * has 6eAdvrwv. 

8. But be not ye called Rabbi: for one is your Teacher, and all L 
ye are brethren. | . 

9. And call no man your father upon earth: for one 1s your Father, L 
the heavenly one] rarépa py kadeonre bpav is harsh. “Father” was a 
term of respect for the men of a past generation ; cf. the title of the 
Mishnic treatise Pirke Aboth = Sayings of the Fathers, and the title 
matépwv tpvos of Ecclus 44. The Aramaic Abba was used as a 
title or name of distinguished teachers ; cf. Levy, euheb. Worter- 
buch; Dalm. Words, 339. 

10. And be not called leaders: for one is your leader, evenL 
Christ.) xaOyynrjs and SiddoKados (v.8) are probably renderings 
of 37. If so, the two verses are duplicate versions of one saying. 
See Dalm. Words, 340. 

11. But the greater among you shall be your minister.| Cf. Mk L 
9% 1043, 

12. And whosoever shall exalt himself shall be abased, and who- L 
soever shall humble himself shall be exalted.| Cf. Pr 29%. Similar 
words occur in Lk 14?! 1814, 

4. Bapéa] AddxaldvoBdoraxra, BD al. Omit 8 (ueydda Bapéa) L 1 209 
abe ff?h S$! §2,_ Probably an interpolation from Lk 11*. 

T@ daxridy avroy] Om. S}. 
5. ra pudaxripia avrav] S! S? have ‘‘the thongs of their frontlets.”— 

peyadtvovow rd Kpdoreda] S! S? have “‘lengthen the fringe(s) of their 
cloaks.” The translators are influenced by knowledge of Jewish practice and 
custom. 

7. paBBel] D al S' S? paBBel, papel. 
8. uh KAnOAre] S'S? have ‘call not ye men Rabbi,” assimilating to v.®. 
12. E F G a/addhere: ‘‘ Woe to you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites : 

for ye devour the houses of widows, and for a pretence pray at length. 
Therefore ye shall receive more abundant judgement.” Omit 8 B DL Zae 
ff g'?S'. The words are an interpolation from Mk 12, Lk 20%. In some 
authorities the words stand after v.*. 

18-82. Seven illustrations of Pharisaic “saying,” and “not 
doing.” 

18. But woe to you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! for ye shut L 
the kingdom of the heavens before men: for ye enter not in, netther 
do ye allow those who are going in to enter.| Lk 11° has: ‘‘ Woe 
to you, lawyers! for ye took away the key of knowledge. Your- 
selves ye did not enter, and those were going in ye prevented.” 
Cf. Fragment of a Lost Gospel, ed. Grenfell and Hunt, ll. 41-46, 
which may be reconstructed as follows: “The key of the kingdom 
(or of knowledge) they hid. Themselves entered not, neither 
suffered they those who were going in to enter.” The meaning is 
that the Pharisaic interpretation of the law obscured rather than 
illuminated its religious content. 
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L 15. But woe to you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! for ye go 
about sea and land to make one proselyte, and when he ts become (one) 
ye make him twice as much as yourselves a son of Gehenna.| For 
the Jewish Propaganda, cf. Bousset, Fel. Jiid. 80-82; Schiirer, 
il. ii. 291 ff. For trav énpav=ryyv ynv, cf. Jon 19, Hag 2°,—vidv 
yews] that is, one destined for Gehenna ; cf. bm °32, Kosh ha Sh 
17°, San Down 12 = ‘son of the coming age”, Berakh 57°. 

Toijoa. eva TpoojAvtov | 7.€. to Pharisaism. Whilst the number 
of heathen attracted to Judaism at this period was very great, 
a comparatively small proportion would have been regarded by 
the Pharisees as satisfactory converts. The Hellenistic Jewish 
literature, ¢g. the writings of Philo and the Sibylline Oracles 
(Book iii.), are evidence of the zeal of Jews of the Dispersion to 
attract Gentiles to the worship of the one God. But converts to 
Pharisaism as distinguished from Judaism, with its infinite variety 
of shades of belief and practice (Pharisees, Sadducees, Essenes, 
Therapeutz, and those who belonged to none of these orders), 
were probably few. va may reflect upon this comparative failure 
of Pharisaic missionary zeal. Friedlander? ingeniously illustrates the 
verse by reference to Jos. Amt. xx. 34-48. It is there recorded that 
a Jewnamed Ananias converted to the worship of God Izates, son of 
Monobazus of Adiabene, but told him that he could worship God 
without being circumcised. However, another Jew, ‘‘reputed to be 
accurately acquainted with Jewish learning,” wavv mepi 7a marpia 
Soxdv axpiBys elvat, persuaded Izates to be circumcised, on the 
ground that he was guilty of impiety in neglecting to do so. 
Friedlander sees in this story an example of the Pharisaic zeal in 
compassing sea and land to make one proselyte to their own rigid 
interpretation of the universal application of the requirements of 
the law to the Gentiles. 

L 16. Woe to you, blind guides, who say, Whosoever shall swear by 
the temple, tt is not valid ; but whosoever shall swear by the gold of 
the temple, is bound by his oath.| Cf. 53%-87. As in that section, the 
reference is not to legal oaths but to the unnecessary reference to 
divine things in common life, Azddushin 71* “by the temple,” 
Taanith 24% “by the temple worship.” 

L 1%. Fools and blind: for which is greater, the gold, or the temple 
that hallowed the gold ?| 

56 18. And, Whosoever shall swear by the altar, it is not valid ; 
but whosoever shall swear by the gift which ts upon tt, he ts bound 
by his oath. | 

i 19. Ye blind men: for which ts greater, the gift, or the altar 
that halloweth the gift?| B C al prefix pwpoi xa, as in vy." 

L 20. He therefore who sweareth by the altar, sweareth by tt, and 
by all that is upon it.| 

1 Rel, Beweg. pp. 32h. 
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21. And he who sweareth by the temple, sweareth by tt, and by L 
Him who dwelleth in it.| 

22. And he who sweareth by heaven, sweareth by the throne of L 
God, and by Him that sitteth upon it.| 

28. Woe to you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! for ye tithe L 
mint and dill and cummin, and have neglected the weightier matters 
of the law, judgement, and mercy, and faith: these ye ought to have 
done, and not to have neglected those.| Lk 114% has: “ But woe 
unto you, Pharisees! for ye tithe mint and rue and every herb, 
and pass by judgement and the love of God: these ye ought to 
have done, and not to have passed over those.”—For the tithing of 
small herbs, cf. A/aaser, i.1: “ Everything which is eatable, and is 
preserved, and has its nourishment from the soil, is liable to be 
tithed.—7dvocpov]= mint. See DB, “ Mint.”—dvyOov]=dill. See 
DB, “Anise”; cf. Maaser, iv. 5: “Rabbi Eliezer said, Of dill 
must one tithe the seed, and the leaves, and the stalks.” —xvjuvov] 
See DBS, “Cummin.” All three herbs were used in cooking, and 
the two latter for medicinal purposes. For dvyfov, Lk. has 
amyavov. Nestle, Exp. Times, Aug. 1904, suggests a misreading 
of NIAY = mfyavov, for NNW = dvnbor. For “ judgement,” cf. 

Is 117, Jer 22%, Zec 79, Secrets of Enoch 42° “ Blessed is he who 
gives a just judgement for the orphan and the widow.” For 
““mercy,” cf. 918; and for “faith,” cf. Hab 24. 

24. Blind guides, who strain out the gnat, and swallow down L 
the camel. | 

25. Woe to you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! for ye cleanse L 
the outside of the cup and of the platter, but within they are full of 
rapacity and wantonness.| Lk 11%9 has: “ Now, ye Pharisees 
cleanse the outside of the cup and the plate (zivaé), but your 
inside is full of rapacity and wickedness.—yéuovow] The verb is 
usually followed by a genitive. é« here signifies that the contents 
of the vessels are obtained by immoral methods. 

23. S! S? omit. Burkitt thinks that they presuppose rafra 8é movjoa 
kakelva un adetva, and that this is original, being a literal translation of an 
Aramaic idiom. In Lk 11* S? again omits é5e, but S! presupposes it. But 
the Syriac VSS. elsewhere omit de? So S! Mk 9! 13, Lk 12!2 18! 24, 
Jn 37 4; S7MK 13”, Lk 24, Jn 3! 

25. For the purification of vessels, see Schiirer, 1. ii. 106 ff., and 
B. Xelim. The verse is aimed at the excessive importance attached 
to the ceremonial cleanness or uncleanness of utensils. After all, 
what does this matter, provided that they are used for honourable 
purposes? But if they be used to contain food gained in a dis- 
honest manner, they may rightly be regarded as unclean. 

26. Blind Pharisee, cleanse first the contents of the cup and of the L 
platter, that its outside also may be clean.| That is, “‘ use the vessels 
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only for food honestly procured, and it will be unnecessary to ask 
if the outside is ceremonially clean.” Lk 114% 4! has: ‘ Ye fools, 
did not He who made the outside make also the inside? But give 
as alms what is within; and, behold, all things are pure to you.” 
It is questionable whether the two Evangelists understood the 
words to be a polemic against the Pharisaic regulations about the 
purification of vessels, or whether they interpreted cup and plate as 
metaphors for men, like the sepulchres of the next verse, and 
understood the words to be aimed at the regulations concerning 
personal ceremonial cleanness ; cf. Mk 7#®. In Mt. the reference 
to the cleansing of literal vessels seems hardly disputable, and airovd 
in v.26 would have to be deleted before rod zorypiov could be 
interpreted as a metaphor of the human person. Lk., by inserting 
tpov in v.39, seems to draw a contrast, not, as in Mt., between the 
outside of the vessels and their contents, but between the 
ceremonial cleanness of the vessels and the moral uncleanness of 
their possessors. Cf. Buddhist and Christian Gospels, p. 84: 
““What use to thee is matted hair, O fool! what use the goatskin 
garment? Within thee there is ravening; the outside thou 
makest clean.” But in v.*! he seems to fall back upon the other 
contrast between the inside and outside of the vessels. Wellhausen 
thinks that Lk. has here misrendered his original. He would 
transpose éowfey and éfwhev (with D Cyp) in v.*, render zrovety 
by do=set straight=cleanse, and substitute for ddre éAenpoovvnv 
Mt.’s xafdpurov. ‘Does not the man who cleanses the inside 
cleanse the outside too? (cf. Mk 7!#). Cleanse the inside, and, 
lo, all is clean.” If this be the original form of the saying, Mt. has 
wrongly inserted rod zorypiov and adrod in v.76, But, however the 
apparent inconsistency in Lk. be explained, it seems most natural to 
suppose that Mt. rightly understood the saying to be aimed at the 
casuistical distinctions between clean and unclean utensils.1—xai 
Ths mapoyioos] omit D S! 1 209 ade ff. 

L 27. Woe to you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! for ye are 
like to whitened tombs, which outside appear beautiful, but inside are 
full of dead bones, and all uncleanness.| Lk 11** has: “ Woe to 
you! for ye are as sepulchres that are unseen, and the men who 
walk over them do not know it.” It was customary on the 15th 
of the month Adar to whitewash graves, that people might not 
unintentionally touch them and contract ceremonial defilement ; 
B. Moed Qat. 1 a, Schegual,i.1. Moed Qatan, 5a, bases this on 
Ezk 391°.—xexovapevots] The tombs were whitened with chalk 

1 If this be so, the thought here is much the same as that which Mt. (15!) 
has read into Mk 7!4-23, There it is ‘*‘ Eating meat with unwashen hands 
will not defile you if you are morally clean”; here it is ‘‘ Eating from vessels 
which are ceremonially unclean will not defile you, if the food has been 
honestly obtained.” 
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or lime. The Talmudic verb is }*¥=to mark, distinguish. 
kexoviayevor occurs in Pr 219, where it apparently means plaistered, 
7.e. luxurious, dwellings. There is no need to suppose that ofrues 
Bev daivovrat wpato, which is omitted in S}, is a later gloss by 
someone who thought that the purpose of the whitening the tombs 
was to beautify them. patos might seem to suggest an esthetic 
purpose for the whitening. But the original Aramaic may have 
been a more colourless word. Thesaying in Lk 11 has a different 
turn. There the Pharisees are likened to unwhitened tombs, 
which therefore defile those who unwittingly pass over them. The 
difference is not favourable to the theory of a common Greek 
source for Mt. and Lk. 

28. So also ye outwardly appear to men to be gust, but within are L 
full of hypocrisy and lawlessness.| Like the whitened sepulchres, 
the Pharisees were fair outside, foul inside. 

29. Woe to you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! for ye build i 
the tombs of the prophets, and adorn the sepulchres of the sust.| 
Lk 1147 has: ‘ Woe to you! for ye build the sepulchres of the 
prophets, but your fathers killed them.” 

80. And say, Tf we had been in the days of our fathers, weL 
would not have been their associates in the blood of the prophets.| 
That is, ‘‘ You honour the dead whom your ancestors put to death, 
and say that, had you lived in the days of your fathers, you would 
have been wiser than they.” 

81. So that you bear witness to yourselves, that ye are theL 
descendants of those who killed the prophets.) Lk 11% has: 
“Therefore ye are witnesses, and consent to the deeds of your 
fathers: for they killed them, but ye build (their sepulchres).” 
“ By so saying, you bear witness to the murder-taint in your blood.” 

32. And you will fill up the measure of your fathers.) “AndL 
you will sin as they sinned.” 

83. Ye serpents, ye offspring of vipers, how are you to escape from L 
the condemnation of Gehenna? 

84. Therefore, behold, I send to you prophets, and wise men, and L 
scribes. Some of them you shall kill and crucify ; and some of them 
you shall scourge in your synagogues, and hunt them from city to city. | 
Lk. has: “‘ Therefore also the wisdom of God said, I will send to 
them prophets and apostles, and some of them they shall kill and 
persecute.” In S. Luke 8a rotro xal 7 copia Geod etrev may be an 
insertion by the Evangelist into Christ’s words, and by 7) copia may 
be meant Christ Himself. Or the clause may be a continuation of 
Christ’s words. In that case the words which follow are presumably 
a quotation from an unknown source. See on Lk 114°. In Mt. there 
is no hint that the words are a quotation, and the Evangelist clearly 
regards them as words of Christ Himself. But, of course, the 
Evangelist may have been aware that the Lord was quoting and 
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adapting to Himself words from some literary source.—zpod¢yras 
kai codots Kal ypaypareis] The Christian missionaries are de- 
scribed under terms taken from Jewish institutions. The zpodyrns 
passed over into the Christian Church, but the terms cogoi and 
ypopparets were too familiar in contemporary Judaism to be 
permanently adopted by Christian teachers. For the scourging in 
the synagogues, cf. 1017; for the persecuting from city to city, 103, 

L835. ln order that there may come upon you all the righteous 
blood slain upon the earth, from the blood of Abel the righteous to the 
blood of Zachariah son of Barachiah, whom ye slew between the shrine 
and the altar.| Lk 115° has: ‘‘In order that the blood of all the 
prophets (slain from the foundation of the world) may be required 
from this generation, from the blood of Abel to the blood of 
Zachariah, who was slain between the altar and the house.” Abel 
(Gn 4) and Zachariah (2 Ch 242°) represent the beginning and 
end of the Old Testament Canon of Scripture, in which Chronicles 
is the last book. The murder of Zachariah left a deep impression 
upon Jewish tradition. In the Bab. Talmud, Sanh 96%, Gittin 
57°; in the Jerus. Talmud, Zaanith 69*; and in the Midrashim, 
e.g. Echa Rabbatt, Winsche, p. 21, Koheleth 316, Pesikta R. Kahana 
I5, it is recorded that Nebuzaradan slew many Jews in order to 
quiet ‘the blood of Zechariah,” who is said to have been ‘‘a priest 
and a prophet.” It seems natural, therefore, to suppose that the 
Zachariah of the Gospels is the Zachariah of 2 Chronicles. Abel’s 
blood cried from the ground (Gn 4!°). Zachariah, when dying, 
said, “The Lord look upon it and require it” (2 Ch 24%%),— 
viod Bapaxtov] The Zachariah of 2 Ch. was son of Jehoiada. It 
is possible that Christ spoke of Zachariah as son of Barachiah, 
because the tradition of His age identified or confused the priest 
and the prophet; cf. Zec 11 (see Dictionary of Christ and Gospels, 
art. “‘ Barachiah”). In this case the omission of viod Bapaxiov 
by &* is due to someone who wondered at the Barachiah instead 
of Jehoiada. Or the “son of Barachiah” may be an insertion by 
the editor of the Gospel, either on the ground of Jewish tradition, 
or in remembrance of the LXX of Is 8?, Zec 11. The fact 
that the editor of the Gospel elsewhere uses LXX forms of proper 
names, as in ‘Aodd, ’Apos, 181, is in favour of the latter. Or, 
lastly, the “son of Barachiah” may be a later insertion in the 
Gospel. 

L 36. Verily I say to you, All these things shall come upon this 
generation.| Lk 115! has: ‘“ Yea, I say to you, it shall be required 
from this generation.” 

L 37. O Jerusalem, Jerusalem, which killeth the prophets, and 
stoneth those sent to her, how often would I have gathered thy children, 
as a hen gathereth her young ones under her wings, and ye would 
not!| So Lk 13°4.—émovvayayetv] Cf. 2 Es 12, 
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38. Behold your house is left to you.| So Lk 13%. L 
89. For I say to you, You shall not see Me henceforth, until you L 

say, Blessed is He that cometh in the name of the Lord.| So Lk 13% 
with d¢ for yap, without am’ apr, and with éws for éws dv. adierat 
ipiv] cf. Apoc. Bar 8? “He who kept the house has forsaken 
it”; Joseph. Wars, vi. 299; 2 Es 15%, Jer 127 26°, Enoch 895° 
“ He forsook that their house.” dz’ dprt] See note on p. 284. 

87-39. The words seem to be a fragment belonging to an 
earlier period of the ministry, when Christ was leaving Jerusalem 
for the last time before His triumphal entry. We must imagine a 
controversy with the Jews similar to that recorded in S. John 
1022-39, As on that occasion, the Jews had perhaps tried to stone 
Him. He therefore spoke to them these parting words. They 
had rejected His teaching, and had adopted towards Him a policy 
which would lead in the near future to His death, and in the 
further future to the destruction of their State. For the present 
He would visit their Temple no more. Their house was given up 
to them. They would see Him no more until they greeted Him 
with the words of the Psalmist. 

The editor seems to have placed the paragraph here because it 
was suggested to him by the murders of v.*° (Zachariah was stoned, 
2 Ch 2471). Lk. links them to another saying of Christ about 
Jerusalem, 137%, 

26. xal rijs wapovldos] is omitted by D S! 1 209 a €; atrod] B* DE S} 
113 28 69 124 157 ae; atrav, N Beal. kai ris mapopidos may have been 
inserted to assimilate to v.*, and at’rod consequently changed into avrép. 

27. S! has: ‘‘Graves that on the outside are whitened, and inside,” etc., 
omitting otrwes wév palvovrar wpato. Merx regards the words as a gloss 
added by someone who misunderstood the purpose of the whitening of the 
graves. But this is quite unnecessary. Our Greek text simply states that 
graves when whitened appear outwardly beautiful, and does not say that they 
were whitened in order to beautify them. S! has probably taken offence at 
the word wpaio as too strong a term to express the result of the whitening, 
and consequently omitted the clause. 

32. mdnpwcete] So B* S!} 60. mwAnpwoare is read by 8 B*C a/, but the 
imperative breaks the connection: ‘‘ You acknowledge that you are physically 
descended from prophet-murderers, and, in fact, you are also morally their 
successors, and will sin as they sinned.” The present would be even better 
than the future, and the Aramaic original may have had the participle= ‘‘ Ye 
are filling up”; that is, ‘‘ You sin, ¢.g., in the murder of the Baptist as they 
sinned.” DH a/have the aorist éwAnpwoare, which gives an inferior sense. 

35. vlod Bapaxlov] Omit &* 6 13. Jerome’s Nazarene Gospel had 
filium Joiade. ‘‘In evangelio quo utuntur Nazareni pro filio Barachie 
filium Joiade reperimus scriptum,” Comm. in Mt. 

38. 6 olxos judy] 8 C D al add épnpmos; cf. Jer 22° els épjuwow tora 6 
olkos obros. Omit B L ff? S). 

aplera duiv 6 olkos judy] 6 olkos may mean either the city or the temple. 
For the latter, cf. Jer 26° ‘‘ Them will I make this house” (cf. v.% ‘the court 
of the Lord’s house”) ‘‘like Shiloh;” foc. Bar 8? ‘‘He who kept the 
house” (cf. } ‘*from the interior of the temple”) ‘‘ has forsaken it.” For 
the former, cf. Jer 127 ‘‘ I have forsaken My house” ; 22° ** This house shall 
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become a desolation. For thus saith the Lord concerning the house of 
the King of Judah.” noch 89%! ‘they forsook that their house” ; 
56 «* He forsook that their house and tower.” See Charles’ note on™, The 
two meanings seem here to be combined, ‘‘ Your city and Temple are 
abandoned by God, and given up to desolation.” For the idea of the 
abandonment of a doomed city by the divine power which protected it, cf. 
the story told in Jos. Wars, vi. 299, of the priests who, before the capture of 
the city by Titus, heard a sound as ofa multitude, saying, ‘‘ Let us go hence.” 
Cf. also Apoc. Bar 8' 3, and Tacitus, Hzst. v. 13. 

XXIV.-XXV. Discourse on the last things. 
24'8 Occasion of the speech. 

4-14 Events preceding the final apostasy. 
16-28 "The affliction preceding the Second Coming. 
20-31 ‘The Second Coming. 
82-51 Admonitions to watchfulness. 

25!46 Three parables,—the first inculcating watchfulness, the 
second diligence, the third describing the final 
judgement. 

Part of this discourse is contained in Mk 13. 
Mt 2412 = Mk 13!2 

8 as 8. 4 
4.8 a 5. 9a 

Mt. has already inserted Mk 139-10. 11-18 jn rol7-22, He there- 
fore does not repeat them here, but summarises ° "+12 jin the 
words: rére rapadéoovew buds els OAQYw Kal droKxrevovow tas, 

Mt 24% oo Mk 13% il. 12 

ob ea 18a 
[20-12] 

18 18b 
4 de 10 

15-25 ok 14-28 
[20-28] 
20-81 det 24-27 
82-38 “a 28-29 
84-36 - 30-82 

[37-41] 

43 summarises 85-87 
43-51 

a5 [is 
14-80 
81-46 

Mt. and Lk. agree against Mk. in the following : 
od KaradvOjoerat, Mt 2, Lk °; od po) Karadvd7, Mk % 
Aéyovres, Mt 8, Lk 7. 
elrev, Mt 4, Lk 8; Hpgaro Aéyev, Mk & 
yap, Mt 5, Lk & 

yap, Mt *®, Lk 9, 
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cal, Mt 7, Lk 1, 
év 7G dypd, Mt Se év dypd, Lk 17%"; els rdv dypdv, Mk 1 
Sov, Mt *, Lk 1725 ie, Mk 
* Mt %, Lk 17%, 
rav otpavav, Mt , Lk 5 ai év rots obpavots, Mk °. 
cal Sdeys wodArs, Mt %, Lk 3 woAdijs wal dogys, Mk * 
dws dv, Mt "4, Lk 8%; pedéypes of, Mk 4% 

od py, Mt 8, Lk 85 od, Mk 8 
It seems clear that Mt, has seen in Mk 13 an eschatological 

discourse to which he could attach other sayings of a similar 
nature. By so doing he has built up a discourse forecasting the 
future from the moment of utterance to the final judgement. ‘The 
general drift of this discourse seems clear. 

In v.' the disciples ask, “When will these things, #e the 
destruction of the temple, be? And what shall be the sign of Thy 
coming and of the end of the world?” In vwv.*' Christ foretells 
the events that will happen before the end, ‘There are to be false 
Christs, v.°; wars and rumours, v.® ; political disturbances, famines, 
and earthquakes, v.’; persecution of Christians by pagans, v.° 
treachery and apostasy amongst Christians themselves, vv.!0" 5 the 
gospel to be preached in all the world, v.™* 

Then will come the end (rd réAos), This is to be ushered in 
by a period of unprecedented distress. Its beginning will be 
marked by the appearance of the BdéAvypa ris epypdoews in the 
holy place. ‘The Christians in Judaa are advised to flee to the 
mountains, v.", and the urgency and physical sufferings accom- 
panying their flight are graphically depicted, vv.!"4, False Christs 
and false prophets are once more to arise, vv.?4, ‘Then amidst 
portents of nature the Son of Man will come upon the clouds of 
heaven, and gather His elect to Himself, vv.2?". 

Here follow the words and parables of warning to watchful- 
ness, 24°%-25%,. ‘The whole discourse is magnificently ended by a 
description of the coming judgement. 

XXIV. 1. And Jesus went forth from the temple, and was going M 
on His way ; and there came to Him His disciples, to show Him the 
buildings of the temple.| Mk. has: “And as He was going forth 
from the temple, one of His disciples saith to Him, ‘Teacher, see 
what stones and what buildings!” For mpooAAGov, see on 4°. 

2. And He answered and satd to them, See ye not all these things ? M 
Verily I say to you, There shall not be left here a stone upon a stone, 
which shall not be thrown down.| Mk. has: “ And Jesus said to 
him, Thou seest these great buildings; there shall not be left here 
a stone upon a stone, which shall not be thrown down.” 6 4¢ for xai 
4, as often.—ds of xaradvOyjorerat| Mt. avoids Mk.’s harsh repeated 
od po). For of po) as Common in discourse, see Moulton, p, 191. 

8. And as He-was sitting on the mount of Olives, His disciples M 
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came to Him privately, saying, Tell us, when shall these things be? 
and what (shall be) the sign of Thy coming, and of the consummation 
of the age?| Mk. has: “And as He was sitting at the mount of 
Olives over against the temple, Peter and James and John and 
Andrew were asking Him privately, Tell us, when shall these 
things be, and what shall be the sign when all these things are 
about to be consummated ? ”—ézé] for Mk.’s harsh ets.—poo7AOor | 
see on 4°. Mt., in view of Mk vvy.?*27, transforms Mk.’s question 
about the fall of Jerusalem into one concerning the second coming 
and the end of the age. He introduces zapovoia without any 
antecedent explanation. In so doing he overlooks the fact that 
the disciples, according to the Gospel narrative, had not the 
requisite understanding of the future for a question about Christ’s 
coming. For mapovoia, cf. Secrets of Enoch 32! “My second 
coming,” 42° “the last coming.” ——owTedeias Tod aidvos| is a tech- 
nical apocalyptic expression; cf. Volz, Jud. Eschat. p. 166. Cf. 
Apoc. Bar 13 “ the consummation of the times,” 2715 298 308 542! 
56? 598 822 837 28, Ass. Mos 118; cf. Enoch 16! “until the day when 
the great consummation of the great world be consummated” (éxpts 
Heepas THs TeAELoEws—ev 7 6 aidv 6 péyas TeAecOyoera), Dn 124 
LXX, kaipds ovvredcias ; 1218 LXX, ovvréAcia Huepov; Test. Levi 
10, gvvréAeta TOV alwywr. 

M 4. And Jesus answered and said to them, Take heed lest any 
man lead you astray.) Mk. has: “And Jesus began to say to 
them,” etc. Mt. omits Mk.’s jnpéaro, as often. 

M5. For many shall come in My name, saying, I am the Messiah ; 
and shall lead many astray.| Mk. has: ‘‘ Many shall come in My 
name, saying, that I am (He), and shall lead many astray.” Mt. 
inserts a connecting link (yap), omits 671, as often, and adds the 
explanatory 6 Xpucrds. 

M_ 6. And ye shall be about to hear of wars and rumours of wars. 
See that ye be not troubled. For they must come to pass ; but not 
yet is the end.| Mk. has: ‘“‘And when you shall hear of wars and 
rumours of wars, be not troubled. They must come to pass; but 
not yet (is) the end.” —pedAAyoere] see on 1627.—ydp] added to forma 
connecting link.—ré téXos| z.e. the fall of Jerusalem, and the con- 
sequent mapovota, and ovytéXeta Tov aidvos. 

M 7%. For nation shall rise against nation, and kingdom against 
kingdom: and there shall be famines, and earthquakes, in divers 
places.| Mk. has: “For nation shall rise against nation, and 
kingdom against kingdom. There shall be earthquakes in divers 
places. There shall be famines.” Mt. smooths the jerky style of 
Mk. by adding particles. 

M8. And all these things are a beginning of sufferings.| Mk. has: 
“A beginning of sufferings are these things.—adivwv| The Jews 
spoke of “the sufferings of the Messiah.” By the phrase they 
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signified the time of unprecedented trouble which was to precede 
the Messianic salvation ; see Volz, Jtid. Eschat. p. 173 ff. ; Schiirer, 
Il. ii, 154-156. Cf. B. Sanhed 98* “The disciple of Rabbi 
Eleasar asked him, What can one do to be preserved from the 
sufferings of the Messiah?”; Shadd 118* “three visitations, the 
sufferings of the Messiah, the judgement of Gehinnom, and the 
war of Gog and Magog.” For descriptions of the evils of the last 
days, cf. 2 Es 15. 16, Apoc. Bar 27. 4891-87 70710, Jubilees 2318-5, 
2 Es 5)12 61835, Enoch 99*" 10014, 

9. Then shall they deliver you up to affliction, and shall kill you.| M 
In these words Mt. summarises Mk vwy.9-11-12, which he has 
already inserted in 1o!7-*?, because they referred to the treatment of 
the Apostles. 

And you shall be hated of all nations for My name's sake.| SoM 
Mk 13} omitting trav e6vav. 

10. And then shall many be caused to stumble, and shall deliverL 
one another up, and shall hate one another. 

1l. And many false prophets shall arise, and shall lead many L 
astray. | 

12. And because that lawlessness ts multiplied, the love of many L 
shall wax cold. | 

10-12. These verses are not in Mk. For the apostasy of the 
righteous in the last days, see the references in Volz, Jud. Eschat. 
Pp. 179.—7AnOvOjva THY avopuiay]| cf. 2 Es 5? “iniquity shall be 
increased,” !° ‘unrighteousness shall be multiplied,” Zxoch 917. 

13. But he who endured to the end, he shall be saved.| Som 
Mk 13}8, Cf. Dn 12! Theod. paxdpuos 6 tropévwv (LXX éupévor) ; 
2 Es 6% “ And it shall be that whosoever remaineth after all these 
things . . . he shall be saved,” 97-8 ‘* And every one that shall be 
saved . . . he shall be preserved.” 

14. And this gospel of the kingdom shall be preached in all them 
world for a testimony to all the nations, and then shall come the end.| 
Mk 13° has: ‘‘And to all the nations must first the gospel be 
preached.”—+r6 reAos] 7.e. the fall of Jerusalem and the end of the 
world. The editor defines 76 etayyéAvoy by adding rs Bacwcias, 
and somewhat limits the conception of the preaching to all nations 
by inserting «is paptvpsov, which he borrows from Mk v.°.—aaéow 
trois €6veow | for Mk.’s harsh eis rdvra ta evn ; see on 1038, 

15. When, therefore, ye see “the abomination of desolation,” M 
which was spoken of by Daniel the prophet, standing in the holy 
place. Let the reader understand.) Mk. has: “And when you 
see ‘the abomination of desolation’ standing where he ought not. 
Let the reader understand.” 

70 BddAvypa THS Epyudoews|] the phrase in Mk. seems to be 
borrowed from Dn 121; cf. 927 BdeAvypa rdv épynuwdcewy, 115! 
Bdedvypa epnpdocews. The object alluded to in these passages 

1 dydan. See Deissmann, Bzb/e Studies, p. 198 f. 
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seems to have been an idol altar. Cf. 1 Mac 15459 “they builded 
an abomination of desolation upon the altar ;—and they sacrificed 
upon the idol altar, which was upon the altar of God.” Cf. Driver 
on Dn 1184, In Mk. the phrase denotes an undefined object 
described as fulfilling the prophecy of Daniel. But see Swete on 
Mk 13/4. The participle which follows is in the masc. gender, and 
suggests that the Evangelist had in mind a statue or other personal 
object. —6 dvaywaoKwy voeirw| is a tacit reference to Daniel. Mt. 
adds an explicit reference to Daniel, substitutes a neuter for Mk.’s 
masc. participle, and substitutes for Mk.’s ambiguous 6 drov ov det the 
more definite €v té7w dyiw. In Ac 618 2178 roros dy:os means the 
temple. But in both places it has the article which we should 
expect here. However, the temple is probably intended. The 
editor may have had in mind Dn 9?” xai éri 76 iepov BdéAvypa Tov 
Epnwcewy éorar éws ovvteAcias. In 2 Mac 28 “the holy place” 
means the Holy Land. 

M 16. Zhen let those in Judea flee to the mountains.| So Mk. 
M 17. He who is on the housetop, let him not come down to take 

things out of his house.| Mk. has py xataBarw pydé cicedOdtw. 
For Mt.’s omission of one clause, see Introduction, p. xxiv. 

M 18. And he who is in the field, let him not turn back to take his 
chav: 

M 19. But woe to those who are with child, and to those that ki0e 
suck in those days/| So Mk. 

M 20. And pray that your flight happen not in winter, nor on the 
Sabbath.| Mk. has: “And pray that it happen not in winter.” 
The subject here is probably general, ‘‘the period of affliction.” 
Mt. interprets with special reference to v.!®, and adds } gvyi tuav. 
With this in mind, he adds also the remarkable p7dé caBBara, a 
clear proof of the Jewish predilections of the Evangelist ; cf. 538 
108 23 799 235-28. The saying with this addition was no doubt 
familiar to him from his Palestinian sources. It may have stood 
in the Logia. See Introduction, p. lv. 

M 21. For there shall be then great affliction, such as hath not 
happened from the beginning of the world until now, nor shall 
happen.| Mk. has: “For those days shall be affliction such as 
there hath not happened like it from the beginning of the creation 
which God created until now, and shall not happen.” Mt. omits 
Mk.’s redundant tovavry and Hv éxticey 6 Oeds, cf. on 86 and 
substitutes tore é€orar for Mk.’s Semitic évovrae at yyépar éxetvar. 
For the idea of the last days as a period of unprecedented 
tribulation, cf. Dn 12! éxetvyn 4 jépa OAtWews ota odk eyevnOyn ad’ ob 
eyernOnoav ews THS Huepas exeivyns: Ass. Mos 81 “And there will 
come upon them a second visitation, and wrath such as has not 
befallen them from the beginning until that time”; cf. Jer 30’, 
t Mac 9?’.—yéyover. For the perfect cf. Dn 12! Th. 
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22. And except those days were shortened, no flesh should beM 
saved: but because of the elect, those days shall be shortened.| Mk. 
has: ‘And except the Lord shortened the days, no flesh should 
be saved. But because of the elect whom He elected, He shortened 
the days.” —éxoAoBéOyoav] pass for Mk.’s act ; cf. Introduction, p. 
xxiii, For the omission of Mk.’s redundant ovs efeA€£aro, cf. on 
8°.—otx—zas] A Hebraism; cf. Blass, p. 178. But see also 
Class. Rev. 1901, p. 442. KoAoBow is elsewhere used of physical 
amputation.—exAexrovs] For the elect in the final tribulation, cf. 
Enoch 11 28? 34 489 625 11.12.13 “the elect shall be saved on that 
day.” 

In £xoch 80? it is said that ‘fin the days of the sinners the 
years will be shortened” ; cf. Afok. Abrahams 29: “ ziir Verkirzung 
des Aons der Gottlosigkeit.” 

23. Then if any one say to you, Behold, here is the Messiah, or M 
here; believe (him) not.| Mk. has: “ And then if any one say to 
you, Behold, here is the Messiah ; behold, there; do not believe 
(him).”—py moredonte] Mk. has py) morevere, which is less 
applicable to a future occurrence. See Moulton, p. 124. 

24. For there shall arise false Messiahs, and false prophets, and M 
shall give great signs and marvels; so as to lead astray, tf possible, 
even the elect.| Mk. has: ‘‘For there shall arise false Messiahs 
and false prophets, and shall give signs and marvels to lead astray, 
if possible, the elect.” 

25. Behold, I have told you before.| Mk. has: “ But take ye M 
heed, I have told you beforehand all things.” 

26-27. Occur in Lk 1723-24, 
26. Lf, therefore, they say to you, Behold, he is in the desert; go\ 

not forth : behold, he ts in the chambers ; believe (them) not.| Lk. has: 
** And they will say to you, Behold there, or behold here. Go not 
after nor follow (them).” 

27. For as the lightning goes forth from the east, and appears toL 
the west ; so shall be the presence of the Son of Man.| Lk. has: “ For 
as the lightning, when it flashes from the one part under the heaven 
shines to the other part under the heaven, so shall be the Son 
of Man.” ‘The idea apparently is that the presence of the Son 
of Man will be not local, but everywhere visible. See on Lk 
1724. 37, 

28. Occurs in Lk 17%, 
28. Wheresoever the corpse ts, there will be gathered the eagles.) L 

An enigmatic sentence, probably a proverbial saying; cf. Job 39% 
ov 0 av dou TeOvedtes Tapaxphua ebpioxovtat, sc. ‘young vultures.” 
Here the meaning probably is that the Parousia will be at the 
destined time when evil has reached its fated climax. Just as 
when life has abandoned a body, and it becomes a corpse, the 
vultures immediately swoop down upon it; so when the world has 

17 
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become rotten with evil, the Son of Man and His angels will come 
to execute the divine judgement. See Hastings, DCG i. p. 65. 

M 29. And immediately after the tribulation of those days the sun 
shall be darkened, and the moon shall not give her light, and the 
stars shall fall from the heaven, and the powers of the heavens shall 
be shaken.| Mk. has: “But in those days after that tribulation 
the sun shall be darkened, and the moon shall not give her light, 
and the stars shall be falling from the heaven, and the powers 
which are in the heavens shall be shaken.” Such signs are 
symbolical of any great manifestation of Jehovah’s power. Cf. 
Is 13! at the fall of Babylon, “‘The stars of heaven and the 
constellations thereof shall not give their light, the sun shall be 
darkened in his going forth, and the moon shall not cause her 
light to shine”; 34* at the destruction of Edom, “ All the host of 
heaven shall be dissolved, and the heavens shall be rolled together 
like a scroll”; Ezk 3278 at the desolation of Egypt, “I will cover 
the heaven, and make the stars thereof dark; I will cover the sun 
with a cloud, and the moon shall not give her light.” In the 
Apocalyptic literature such portents are to recur in the last evil 
time. Cf. Joel 23! ‘The sun shall be turned into darkness, and 
the moon into blood”; 3)° ‘The sun and the moon are darkened, 
and the stars withdraw their shining”; 2 Es 5* “The sun shall 
suddenly shine forth in the night, and the moon in the day”; 
Enoch 80% *‘ And the moon will alter her order, and not appear at 
the (appointed) time”; Ass. Mos 10° “ And the horns of the sun 
will be broken, and he will be turned into darkness; and the 
moon will not give her light, and will be turned wholly into blood.” 
Mt. inserts ed@éws. He has not, like Lk., definitely interpreted 
the BdeAvypa of Mk 14 with reference to the last siege of Jerusalem. 
But nevertheless it remains probable that by his éoros év rorw dyio 
he tacitly alludes to something that was to happen in the temple 
during the final invasion of Palestine by the Roman armies. By 
inserting «i@éws in v.2® he signifies his understanding that the 
mapovoia of the Son of Man was to take place at no great length 
of time after the fall of Jerusalem. Cf. raxyv, Rev 227%, 

E 80. And then shall appear the sign of the Son of Man in 
heaven.| The words do not occur in Mk. They appear to be 
the answer to v.8 ri 76 onpelov THS ons Tapovaoias; There, however, 
the “sign” seems to be distinct from the “coming.” ‘‘ What shall 
be the sign which warns of Thy coming?” Here by analogy we 
should render: ‘‘Then shall appear the sign which precedes the 
Son of Man,” as though the sign were some independent and 
unexplained phenomenon. Possibly this is the editor’s meaning, 
who thinks of the sign as some unique portent which heralds the 
immediate coming of the Son of Man. But more probably the 
direct reference is to Dn 78%. The coming of one like a Son of 
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Man there predicted was itself a sign: “Then shall appear the 
well-known sign of the Son of Man predicted by Daniel.” 

And then shall all the tribes of the land wail.| The words are E 
not in Mk. They are based on Zec 121? kai xoera 7 yn Kara 
gvAas dvdas. 

And they shall see the Son of Man coming upon the clouds of M 
heaven with power and great glory.| Mk. has: ‘“ And then shall 
they see the Son of Man coming in clouds with great power and 
glory.” Mt. has transferred tdére to the previous clause. The 
words are based on Dn 7}3, with a reminiscence of Zec 121°, For 
Mk.’s év vedeAaus, Mt. substitutes éxi trav vedeAdv Tov oipavod, to 
assimilate to the LXX of Daniel. See Driver on Dn 7%. For 
the “glory” of the Son of Man, see on 1627. 

The same combination of Zec 12112 with Dn 7!8 occurs in 
Rev 17. It is, of course, possible that one writer is dependent on 
the other, but equally possible that this combination of the two 
passages was a commonplace of Christian Apocalyptic study. 
For the Messianic application of the previous clause of Zec 121°, 
cf. Jn 19%”. Bousset on Rev 17 suggests that there is implied in 
the passage a belief that Christ would appear with or on the cross. 
If Mt. had this in mind, the “sign of the Son of Man” would 
mean the crucified Saviour appearing in the air. 

81. And He shall send His angels with a great trumpet, andM 
they shall gather His elect from the four winds, from the ends of 
heavens to their ends.| Mk. has: “And then shall He send the 
angels, and gather His elect from the end of earth to the end of 
heaven.” —4dz7rooreXei rovs ayyéAous aitod] cf. 1341. For the trumpet 
as the signal for the gathering of the elect, cf. Ps-So/ 111%, Is 
2718, Apok. Abrahams 31. Schemoneh Esreh io: ‘ Blow the great 
trumpet for our freedom, and raise a signal for the gathering of 
our dispersion.” 

32. And from the fig-tree learn its parable. So soon as itsM 
branch becomes soft, and it puts forth leaves, ye perceive that the 
summer ts near.| So Mk., with éoriv and two variations in order. 

33. So also ye, when ye have seen all these things, perceive that it M 
ts near at the doors.| Mk. has “these things happening” for “all 
these things.”—éyyis—éerl @vpais] is one of the pleonasms so 
characteristic of Mk. The subject of éoriv in Mk. seems to be 
the coming of the Son of Man. In Mt. the insertion of ravra 
seems to suggest a wider reference to all that has gone before, 
including the appearance of the Son of Man, which is regarded as 
closely connected with the preceding events ; cf. edOéws (v.”*). 

84. Verily I say to you, That this generation shall not passM 
away, until all these things have happened.| Mk. has péyprs od for 
€ws av. 

35. Heaven and earth shall pass away, but My words shall not ™ 
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pass away.|—od ph rapé\Owow] for Mk.’s ob wapeAevoovra. Cf. 
on v.!8, and Moulton, 190-192. 

M 36. But concerning that day and hour no one knoweth, not even 
the angels of the heavens, except the Father alone.| Mk. has “in 
heaven,” ‘or hour,” and omits ‘‘alone.” In Mk. the ‘‘day” and 
“hour” are synonymous expressions for the period of the coming. 
Mt. westernizes, by treating “hour” as a nearer specification of 
time within the ‘ day.”—ovdéé 6 vids] is omitted in S! x°* E F g!? 
al; and its omission would be so consonant with Mt.’s treatment 
of Mk. in respect of statements about the person of Christ, that 
it is difficult to think that he would have retained the clause here. 
See Introduction, p. xxxi. For God’s knowledge of the period of 
the Messiah, cf. Ps-So/ 1773, Zec 14". 

Vv. 87-41 find a parallel in Lk 1776-27. 80.84.35) Mt, drew 
them from the Logia, Lk. from an independent source. 

L 87. For as the days of Noah, so shall be the presence of the 
Son of Man.| Lk. has: “ And as it was in the days of Noah, so 
shall it be also in the days of the Son of Man.” “The days 
of the Messiah” was a technical expression for the Messianic 
period.! 

L 38, 39. For as they were in those days which were before the fiood, 
eating and drinking, marrying and giving in marriage, until the 
day in which Noak entered into the ark, and they knew not until 
the flood came and took away all; so shall be the presence of the Son 
of Man.| Lk. has: “They were eating, they were drinking, they 
were maitying, they were given in marriage, until the day in which 
Noah entered into the ark, and the flood came and destroyed all ; 
so shall it be on the day in which the Son of Man is revealed.” — 
tpwyovres] only here in Mt., not in Mk. or Lk., five times in 
Jn., always of eating the flesh of Christ. Lk. here has jo6tov. 
tpwyew “would seem to be used in ordinary Greek exclusively 
to mean eating vegetables, fruit, sweetmeats, etc., never flesh,” 
Abbott, Johunnine Vocabulary, 1710 n. 

L 40. Zhen shall there be two in the field; one is taken away, and 
one ts left. Vk. has: “I say to you, on this night there shall be 
two upon one bed. The one shall be taken away, and the 
other shall be left.” In Mt. the wapaAapBdvera refers back to 
émuovvagovor (v.51), The Son of Man will come as unexpectedly 
as did the Flood. Just as this surprised men in their ordinary 
pursuits, and snatched them from their pleasures ; so will the angels 
surprise men at work, and summon the elect from their daily toil. 
“Three things,” said Johanan ben Zaccai, ‘‘come unexpectedly, 
the Messiah, a discovery, and a scorpion,” B. Sazh 97°. 

L = 41. Two (women shall be) grinding at the mill; one ts taken, 

1C£ Shabbath 113°, Sanhedrin gt”, and Enoch 61° ‘‘the day of the Elect 
One.” 
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and one is left.) Lk. has: ‘* There shall be two (women) grinding 
together ; the one shall be taken, and the other shall be left.” 

80. xal rére kdporrar mica al pudal THs ys] S} omits, and has “‘ ye 
will see” for the following éyovrat. Merx believes the clause to be a gloss 
from Rev 17 kal xdWovrat ém’ a’riv macat al dudalris yjs. The clause is a 
résumé of Zec 12” xéWovrat em abrév, @ xdperar 4 yf, 14 racar—gvaal. It is 
certainly curious that Mt. and Rev. should agree so closely in an inexact 
quotation of this kind. But the words may well have been a current Jewish- 
Christian adaptation of Zec. to the Second Coming known to both writers. 
Wellhausen remarks that the clause is not very suitable here, because in this 
connection the appearance of the Son of Man should be a sign of joy that the 
period of the great tribulation is at an end, and that the redemption of the 
elect has come. But to the anti-Pharisaic editor the joy of the elect would 
not be diminished by the remembrance that their anti-Christian Jewish 
persecutors would wail when the Son of Man appeared. The editor simply 
wishes to remind his readers that when the sign of the Son of Man was seen 
the prophecy of Zechariah would be fulfilled. 

81. cddrcyyos] add gwvfs, BX al; kal dws, Dal. Cf. 1 Th 436. 
36. rv ovpavdv] N* * > BD 13 28 86 124 346 abcefff!*hlq add 

ovdé 6 vids. The words are genuine in Mk., but Mt. omitted them; cf. 
Introduction, p. xxxii, Their insertion here is due to assimilation to Mk. 
They are rightly omitted here by N°S@EFG a/g!?Sl. Mt.’s wévos is a kind 
of compensation for the omitted clause. 

42. Mk. here has four verses (*%-°6) containing a double exhorta- 
tion to watchfulness and a simile of an absent householder. Mt. 
abbreviates these into one verse. 

42. Watch, therefore, because ye know not at what day your Lord M 
cometh.| Cf. Mk *. To compensate for the abbreviation, Mt. 
adds two similes of a householder and of an absent housemaster, 
which are found in a different connection in Lk 1239 40. 42-46, 
There is a remarkable amount of agreement here between Mt. 
and Lk., the only variations being the following : 

Mt. 
43 excivo. 

dvAaky. 
a ” 

av elacev 
, 

THY oikiay. 
44 1a TovTO. 

, 

45 6 ruaros SodAos Kal Ppovipos. 
KaTéoTnoe. 
olkerelas. 
Sotvat avtots. 

‘ , 

THV TpOPpyy. 
apnv. 47 

A , Ss ~ 

Tovs cvvoovAoUs avTOD. 
> , ‘ ‘ 4 . Lal 

éobin S& Kai wivn peta Tov 

peOvovTwr. 
51 Szroxptrav. 

Lk. 
39 rodro. 

Opa. 

apnKev. 
TOV OlKOV. 

40 

41 

42 6 qurrds oikovopos 6 Ppovipos. 
KATACTHO EL 
Oeparreias. 
diddvar 
TO OLTOMLETpLOV. 

4 adn Oas. 
 Epoyer Oar. 

‘ Lat 7 

45 rots ratdas Kal Tas maLdioKas. 
, , 

éoOiew te Kat wivew kat 
, 

peBioxer bar. 
46 > , 

amiotwv. 
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Mt. has no parallel to Lk 4748, and Lk. has no parallel to 
Mt 51», 

The agreement may be due to use of a common source. 
Against this must be set the divergence in phraseology and con- 
text. Or it may be due to the fact that different sources contained 
the section with much agreement of language. Or Lk. may have 
seen Mt. 

Mk vy.%3-86 seem to have suggested to the editor the insertion 
here of Mt 244-2512, for in 2518 he repeats the text of Mk. from 
which this interpolation took its origin. 

toia| zrotos is here equivalent to tis, Moulton, 95; Blass, 176. 
L 48. And know this, that tf the master of the house had known in 

what watch the thief comes, he would have watched, and not have 
permitted his house to be broken through. | 

L 44. Therefore be ye also ready, because atan hour which ye think 
not the Son of Man cometh. | 

L 45. Who then is the faithful and prudent slave, whom the master 
set over his establishment, to give to them their food in season ?) 

L 46. Blessed is that slave, whom his master shall find so doing 
when he comes. | 

L 47. Verily I say to you, That he will set him over all his 
possessions. | 

L 48,49. But tf that evil slave say in his heart, My master delays, 
and shall begin to beat his fellow-slaves, and shall eat and drink 
with the drunken ,| 

L 650. Zhe master of that slave shall come on a day when he does 
not expect (him), and at an hour which he does not know, | 

51. And shall cut him asunder, and set his portion with the 
hypocrites ; there shall be the wailing and the gnashing of teeth.|— 
exet ora, k.t.A.] See on 812, 

XXV. 1-12. A parable from the Logia. 
L 1. Zhen shall the kingdom of the heavens be likened to ten 

virgins, who took their lamps, and went out to meet the bridegroom. 
—rore] ze. at the pericd of Christ’s coming hips 
i.e. admission into the kingdom will be granted to those who 
act like the wise virgins of the parable. On eis travryow with 
genitive, see Moulton, 14, note 3. 

The scene depicted seems to centre round the house of the 
bridegroom, who has gone to fetch the bride from her parents’ 
house. The bride is not mentioned, because she plays no part in 
the application of the story to Christ returning from heaven. The 
addition of xai THs viudys, therefore, in D X 2 S! S3 S* Arm latt, 
seems to be a natural but thoughtless interpolation. 

L 2. And five of them were foolish, and five wise. | 
“Like a king of flesh and blood, who distributed kingly 

garments to his servants. The wise amongst them folded them up 
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and put them in a chest; the foolish of them went and used them 
for ordinary work,” Shadbath 152». ‘Like a king who invited 
hig servants to a feast, and gave them no fixed time. The wise 
amongst them adorned themselves, and sat at the king’s door, 
saying, Lacks the king’s house anything? The foolish amongst 
the went to their work, saying, Is there ever a feast without 
preparation ?” Shadbath 153°. 

it, For the foolish took their lamps, and took no oil with them.| 
éh, But the wise took oil in their vessels with their lamps.| L 
(i, And while the bridegroom delayed, all slumbered and slept.) L 
(Rk, And in the middle of the night a cry was raised, Behold, the L 

bridegroom ! come out to meet him.) 
‘, Dhen all those virgins arose, and trimmed their lamps.| L 
fil, And the foolish said to the wise, Give to us of your oil, because L 

ous lamps are going out.| 
(it, But the wise answered, saying, There might not be sufficient L 

for sis and for you: go rather to the dealers, and buy for yourselves. | 
19, And whilst they went to buy, the bridegroom came ; and those L 

who were ready went in with him to the marriage-feast, and the door 
was shut. | 

12, And afterwards come also the rest of the virgins, saying, L 
Lovii, Lord, open to us.) 

19. But he answered and said, Verily I say to you, I know L 
you not. | 

18. Watch therefore, because you know not the day nor yet theM 
hows’. 
as editor here returns to Mk ®=Mt 24 after his inter- 

polated parables of illustration, 24*%—-251%, Cf. his similar insertion 
of a parable, 201-15, to illustrate Mk 10%. There, too, he returns 
to the text in 2018, 

1. rod vupdlov] add xat rijs viudns, D XZ, 1 124 209 262 latt S! S® 
4 

The adaptation of the circumstances of a marriage festival to the coming of 
the heavenly Christ necessitated the omission of one of the chief actors in an 
actual marriage ceremony. The story might have been so adapted as to 
represent the bridegroom as coming to fetch his bride. In that case it would 
be the latter who would have to be represented as waiting for his arrival. 
But this would not give the required moral. A plurality of waiting persons 
is demanded, that a division may be made between them. The waiting 
persons must, therefore, be represented as members of the household of the 
absent bridegroom, here ten maid-servants. Ten friends or men-servants 
would have served equally well. The bridegroom has gone to fetch his 
bride from her parents house. Obviously in the application of the figure of 
bridegroom to Christ there is no room for the figure of the bride. For what 
bride would the heavenly Christ bring from heaven? The bride, therefore, 
has no interest for the story, and must be omitted. The insertion of xal rjjs 
viudns seems to be due to a thoughtless desire to fill in details of the story, and 
possibly to the influence of the parallel use of bridegroom and bride to denote 
Christ and the Church; cf. Eph 5*. 
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9. wymore ov wh apxéon]) SoBC Dal NAL Z have ovk for od pH; 
cf. Blass, pp. 213, 255, 256; Moulton, 192. 

14. A second parable illustrating the condition of things at the 
coming of the Son of Man. S. Luke has an independent version 
of the parable in 19!1-°8, 

L 14. For the case ts that of a man travelling abroad, who called 
his own servants, and delivered to them his possessions. |—éorep yap 
avOpwros drodnuav seems to be a reminiscence of Mk 13** as 
avOpwros amrodnpos, 

L 15. And to one he gave five talents, and to one two, and to one 
one ,; to each according to his capacity ; and set out.| 

L 16. forthwith he who had received the five talents went and 
traded with them, and gained five other talents. | 

L 17%. Likewise, also, he of the two gained other two. | 
L 18. But he who received the one went away and digged in the 

earth, and hid his master’s money. | 
L 19. And after a long time cometh the master of those servants, 

and taketh account with them. |—ovvaipew—A6yov] cf. on 18”, 
L 20. And he who had received the five talents came and brought 

other five talents, saying, Lord, five talents thou didst deliver to me ; 
lo, I have gained other five talents. | 

L 21. His master said to him, Well done, good and faithful ser- 
vant: over few things thou wert faithful, over many things will I 
set thee: enter into the joy of thy lord.\|\—ryv xapav Tod Kupiov cov} 
cf. ‘‘the king rejoiced,” Shabbath 153% 152°.—poceAOwv] cf. on 4%. 
—rpoonveyxev] cf. on 816, 

L 22. And he of the two talents came and said, Lord, two talents 
thou didst deliver to me: lo, I have gained other two talents. | 

L 23. His master said to him, Well done, good and faithful ser- 
vant ; over few things thou wast faithful, over many I will set thee: 
enter into the joy of thy lord.) 

L 24. And he who had received the one talent came and said, Lord, 
LT knew thee that thou art a hard man, reaping where thou didst 
not sow, and gathering whence thou didst not scatter :| 

L 25. And I feared, and went away and hid thy talent in the 
earth: lo, thou hast thine own.| 

L 26. And his master answered and said to him, Evil and slothful 
servant, thou knewest that I reap where I sowed not, and gather 
whence I did not scatter | 

L 27. Thou oughtest therefore to have given my money to the 
changers, and I should have come and received my own with 
interest. | 

L 28. Take therefore from him the talent, and give to him who 
hath the ten talents. | 

L 29. For to every one who hath there shall be given and increased : 
but from him who hath not, even what he hath shall be taken from 
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him.| Cf. on 13}2 where the saying is borrowed from Mk. There 
it seems to have reference to spiritual opportunities, and the use 
made of them. So here. The man who had ten talents had his 
chance, and used it. He deserved encouragement. The man 
who had buried his talent had missed his chance. It was there- 
fore withdrawn from him. 

30. And cast the unprofitable servant into the outer darkness: 
there shall be the wailing and the gnashing of teeth.| 

“These shall be bound in prison,” Skadéath 152°. Cf. on 82. 
81. But when the Son of Man shall come in His glory, andXL 

all the angels with Him, then He shall sit upon the throne of His 
glory.| Cf. on 167" 198; Briggs, Messiah of the Gospels, p. 225. 

82. And there shall be gathered before Him all the nations: and L 
He shall separate them from one another as the shepherd separates 
the sheep from the goats.| For expressions in Jewish literature of 
the idea of a universal judgment, see Volz, Jd. Eschat, 85. 

agopice| again in 134%. In view of the necessary reference of 
avrovs to Ta Gvy, it is impossible to limit the adrovs to members 
of the Jewish Christian community. The Gentiles are judged by 
the standard of their conduct to Jewish Christians, the tov ddeAdav 
pov of v.49, 

33. And He shall place the sheep at His right hand, and theL 
goats at the left.| See Hastings, DCG i. p. 63. 

84. Zhen shall the King say to those at His right hand, Come, L 
ye blessed of My Father, inherit the kingdom prepared for you from 
the foundation of the world.|—é Bacdevs] The change from “Son 
of Man,” v.°!, to “king” here is very abrupt and unexpected. It 
looks as though a parable in which “the king” was the central 
figure had been adapted to refer to the coming of “the Son of 
Man.”—riyv jromacpévny iptv Bacreéav] cf. Dn 777, Secrets of 
Enoch 9: “For them (the righteous) this place is prepared as an 
eternal inheritance.”—xAnpovonyoate] For the idea of “ inherit- 
ing” the future blessedness, cf. Volz, /#d. Eschat. 306; and for 
the inheritance as prepared, 2d. 124. 

85. For / hungered, and ye gave Me to eat: I thirsted, and yeL 
gave Me to drink: I was a stranger, and ye invited Me in.| 

ovvnyadyere| Wellhausen compares §Dx. It is possible that 
D)D was used in this sense. The noun D295 is common in the 
phrase ON NDIDN=hospitality, eg. Shabbath 127%, Peah c. 1. 
—éreivaca, x.t.r.] cf. Is 587, Ezk 187, To 41°, Secrets of Enoch 9. 

36. Naked, and ye clothed me: I was sick, and ye visited Me:% 
Iwas in prison, and ye came to Me.\|—yvpvés, x.t.d.] Is 587, Ezk 187, 
To 416, Secrets of Enoch 9, 2 Es 2°°,—jobévyca, x.7..| Ecclus 7%, 
On the duty of visiting the sick, cf. Vedarim 39. 40: “He who 
visits not a sick man is as though he shed blood. . . . Everyone 
who visits the sick will be saved from the judgement of hell”; 
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Buddhist and Christian Gospels, p. 105, “‘ Whosoever, O monks, 
would wait upon me, let him wait upon the sick.” 

L 87. Zhen the righteous shall answer Him, saying, Lord, when 
saw we Thee hungry, and fed Thee? or thirsty, and gave Thee to 
drink ?| 

L 38. When saw we Thee a stranger, and invited Thee in? or 
naked, and clothed Thee ?| 

L 389. When saw we Thee sich, or in prison, and came to Thee?) 
L 40. And the King shall answer and say to them, Verily I say 

to you, Inasmuch as ye did tt to one of the least of these My brethren, 
ye did tt to Me.| Cf. 104. 

L 41, Then shall He say also to those on the left hand, Depart 
Jrom Me, ye accursed, into the eternal fire, which 1s prepared for the 
devil and his angels.| Cf. Secrets of Enoch 10**® “This place is 
prepared for those who do not honour God j—for these this place 
is prepared as an eternal inheritance.”—76 wtp 7d aidvoy] cf. 
18§.—716 jromacpévov TH StaBdAw Kal rots ayyédors pi cf. 
Enoch to}8 “ they (evil angels) will be led off to the abyss of fire.” 
—r0 yrompas pevor | Di 22abc fil? gih Iren Orig” Hil have 
0 Hroipacev 6 watyp mov; ff omits Kal Tots ayyéAous avrod. 

L 42. Hor I hungered, and ye gave Me not to eat: I thirsted, and 
ye gave Me not to drink.| 

L 43. J was a stranger, and ye invited Me notin: naked, and ye 
clothed Me not: sick, and in prison, and ye visited Me not.| 

L 44. Zhen shall they also answer and say, Lord, when saw we 
Thee hungry, or thirsty, or a stranger, or naked, or sick, or in 
prison, and did not minister to Thee ?| 

L 45. Zhen shall He answer them, saying, Forasmuch as ye did it 
not to one of these least, ye did it not to Me.\ 

L 46. And these shall go away into eternal punishment, but the 
righteous into eternal life.| Cf. Dn 12?; and for “everlasting life,” 
see Dalm. Words, 156ff. This splendid ending (vv.%!46) of the 
long discourse reads like a Christian homily. 

XXVI. 1-5. From Mk 14!2. 
Ez 1. And it came to pass, when Jesus finished all these words, that 

He said to His disciples.| For the formula, cf. 778 1141 1353 19h. 
Here it is an editorial link, enabling the editor to resume Mk.’s 
narrative, which he abandoned at 24*%.—zavras tois Adyous tovrous] 
“.é. the whole discourse, 24-25. 

M 2. You know that after two days cometh the Passover, and the 
Son of Man ts delivered up to be crucified.| Mk. has: “And the 
Passover and the Unleavened Bread was after two days.” The verse 
is a difficult one. The Passover was on the 14th of the month, and 
the Unleavened Bread followed on the rsth, lasting till the 21st. 
It is difficult, therefore, to understand how both feasts could be 
said to be ‘‘after two days.” The copyists in Mk. found the com- 
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bination difficult. Da omit xal ra dfupa. S® and k have Pascha 
Azymorum.! Mt. omits xal ra afvya as incorrect, because if the 
Passover was after two days, the Unleavened Bread was after three ; 
and as unnecessary. Moreover, “‘ after two days ” is difficult. It 
is generally supposed to mean on the morrow. But although 
“after three days” seems to be equivalent to ‘‘on the third day,” 
it is doubtful whether any Jew would have used “after two days” 
as meaning on the morrow, any more than he would have said 
“after one day” if he meant “to-day.” It is possible that behind 
peta dvo tuepas lies the Aramaic }*))' 1N3, meaning “after a 
time,” the 1n being misread as |7nN=two. Dalman, Gram.? p 
215, quotes for po na Fea 20%, Vay. R. 10, and for jy anid 
Vay. R. 23. We may therefore suppose that the original of Mk. 
ran: “ And the Passover and the Unleavened Bread was after some 
days,’’z.e. was drawing near. Lk. (221) has seen that this must be 
the meaning. Mt., by adding xat 6 vids, x.7.4., emphasises the fact 
that the Lord foresaw His arrest at the moment that the authorities 
were plotting it.—eis rd cravpwhjvat] cf. 201%, 

8. Zhen were gathered together the chief priests and the eldersB 
of the people into the palace of the high priest, who was named 
Caiaphas.| The verse is not in Mk. But in the next verse he 
speaks of ‘the chief priests and the scribes.” Mt. substitutes for 
the latter ‘‘the elders of the people,” as being a more forcible 
element in the Sanhedrin. 

4. And counselled one another that they should seize Jesus byM 
craft, and kill Him.| Mk. has: “ And sought how they might 
seize Him by craft, and kill Him.”—ovveBovdevcavro] reciprocal 
middle ; cf. Moulton, p. 157. 

5. And they said, Not during the feast, in order that there may M 
not be a tumult amongst the people.) Mk. has: “ For they said, 
Not during the feast, lest there be a tumult of the people,” thus 
laying greater emphasis on év déAw.—tva py—yévytat] for Mk.’s 
pn tore état, on which see Blass, p. 213; also Gould, é” Joe. 

6-13. From Mk 14°, 
6. And when Jesus was in Bethany, in the house of Simon the M 

leper.| Mk. has: “And when He was,” etc.—rod d&—yevopevov] 
a correction of xai dvros; cf. in 26° 6 dé Hérpos éxaOnro, a similar 
correction of Mk.’s xat dvros tov Iérpov. Mk. adds: “as He sat at 
meat,” which Mt. omits here, and transfers to the next verse. 

7. There came to Him a woman having an alabaster vase of M 
precious ointment.| Mk. has: “There came a woman having an 
alabaster vase of ointment, costly spikenard.” And poured it over 
His head as He sat at meat.| Mk. has: ‘She brake the alabaster 
vase, and poured it on His head.”—mpoo7\Gev| for Mk.’s #AGev. 

1S) has: ‘Two days before it was the Unleavened Bread of Pasek” 
(Burkitt). 
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For the word as characteristic of Mt., see on 48. Mt. omits the 
explanatory vépdouv muorixys ; cf. Introduction, p. xxv.—Papuripov] 
for Mk.’s woAdvredovs. For Bapvrimos in this sense, cf. Strabo, 
798. Mt. omits the breaking of the vase.—xaréyeey éxt rips 
xepadns.] Mk. has the common post-Homeric construction, with 
the simple gen.—dvaxepevov] for Mk.’s kataxetmévov; cf. a similar 
change ing! Mk. 4 times has xaraxetoOar; Mt. avoids it in each 
case. For “alabaster,” see Hastings, DCG i. p. 41. 

M 8. And the disciples saw it, and were vexed, saying, Why this 
destruction?| Mk. has: “And some were being vexed among 
themselves. Why was this destruction of the ointment ?” 

M 9. For this might have been sold for much, and given to the poor.| 
Mk. has: “For this ointment might have been sold for more than 
three hundred pence, and given to the poor. And they were 
indignant with her.” For Mt.’s shortening, cf. Introduction, p. xxiv. 

M 10. And Jesus perceived tt, and said, Why do you trouble the 
woman? for she did a good deed for Me.| Mk. has: “ And Jesus 
said, Let her alone. Why do you trouble her? A good deed she 
did in Me.” Mt. inserts yvovs; cf. a similar insertion in 12), 
He omits adere airyv as implied in the next clause; cf. Intro- 
duction, p. xxv.—eis éué] for Mk.’s év éuot. For éy, cf. év aira, 
Mt 17!2, where Mk. has the simple dative. 

M ll. For always you have the poor with you, but Me you have 
not always.| Mk. adds after “with you”: “And whensoever ye 
wish, you can always do well to them.” Mt. omits as redundant. 

M 12. For in having cast this ointment upon My body, she did 
it to prepare Me for burial.| Mk. has: ‘ What she could she did. 
She anointed My body beforehand, with a view to preparation for 
burial.” —évragidfev] late and uncommon; cf. Gn 507; Plut. 
De Esu. Carnium, i.995 C; Test. XII. Patr. Jud. 26. 

M 138. Verily I say to you, Wheresoever this gospel is preached 
in all the world, there shall be told also what she did, for a memorial 
of her.| Mk. has: “ And verily I say to you, Wheresoever this 
gospel is preached into all the world, also what she did shall be 
told for a memorial of her.”—év] Mk has «is; cf. a similar change 
in 2414, 

7. Baputivov] B al S1.—zodvripov] & A D ai. 
14-16. From Mk 1410}, 

M 14. Then went one of the twelve, who was called Judas Iscariot, 
to the chief priests.| Mk. has: “And Judas Iscarioth, the one of 
the twelve, went away to the chief priests.”—rére] cf. on 27.—els] 
is here equivalent to ts; cf. on 818. Mk.’s 6 els is paralleled in 
early papyri; cf. Moulton, p. 97.—Ioxapiairys] cf. on 104. 

M 15. And said, What will you give me, and I will deliver Him 
to you ?| Mk. has simply: “ In order that he might deliver Him to 
them.” 
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And they weighed out to him thirty pieces of silver.| Mk. has: 
** And they promised to give him silver.” Mt. alters, with a view 
to 27°, where he quotes Zec 1115. In the preceding verse, Zec 117%, 
occur the words, éornoav tov picbdv pov tpidKxovta dpyupots. He 
therefore assimilates Mk.’s phrase to this passage. 

16. And from that time he was seeking a favourable opportunity M 
that he might deliver Him.| Mk. has: “ And he was seeking how 
he might favourably deliver Him.”—evxa:piay]= ‘‘ opportunity.” 
Cicero, Ad Att. xvi. 82; Plat. Phedr. 272 A; Ox. Pap. i. 123. 3 
(third or fourth century .D.). 

14-16. Mt. and Lk. agree in the following : 
"Ioxapiotys, Mt 14="loxapwityv, Lk 8 ; “Ioxapww, Mk ! 
e€nret evxaipiay, Mt 16, Lk 8, 
17-35. From Mk 14!2°%1, 
17. And on the first day of unleavened bread the disciples came toM 

Jesus, saying, Where wilt Thou that we prepare for Thee to eat the 
Passover ?| Mk. has: “ And on the first day of Unleavened Bread, 
when they were sacrificing the Passover, His disciples say to Him, 
Where will Thou that we go and prepare that Thou mayest eat the 
Passover?” The verse is chronologically difficult. The first day of 
Unleavened Bread followed the Passover day. And even if we 
admit that the name Unleavened Bread was popularly given to the 
whole eight days! (cf. Jos. Az¢. ii. 317: ‘“afeast for eight days 
which is called the feast of Unleavened Bread”), the Passover day 
after 3 o’clock (when they were sacrificing the Passover) seems too 
late for the disciples to begin their preparation. It is more natural 
that this should have been completed on the day before. It is 
therefore probable that the text of Mk. rests upon an Aramaic 
original, which has been misunderstood by Mk. The original 
probably referred to a point of time prior to the Passover. It may 
have run, ‘“‘ And before the feast of Unleavened Bread.” Ifso, Mk. 
misunderstood “ before” as meaning “on the first day,” and has 
still further confused matters by identifying this “first day” with 
the Passover day, adding, ‘‘ When they were sacrificing the 
Passover.” He feels that the supper recorded in vv.!"* could not 
have taken place after the Passover day. Having got from his 
original “on the first day of Unleavened Bread,” he is therefore 
obliged to identify this with the Passover day, and represent the 
meal as a Passover meal. In his source it was probably a meal 
two days before the Passover, after the necessary preparation had 
been made for the Passover meal on the 14th. Mt. and Lk. 
adopt without question the confused reckoning of Mk. and his 
identification of the meal with the Passover meal. Mt. omits 
dre TO Tac xa EOvov, either because the clause seemed unnecessary 
because implied in what follows, or perhaps to avoid the harsh 

1 See against this Chwolson, Das Letzte Passamahl Christi, p. 4. 
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juxtaposition of the first day of Unleavened Bread and the 
Passover. 

mpoonPov—Aéyovres | cf. on 83.—édres érorudowper] cf. Lk 95, 
and Moulton, p. 185. 

M 18. And He said, Go into the city to such a man, and say, The 
teacher saith, My time ts at hand, I celebrate at thy house the 
Passover with My disciples.| Mk. has: “ And He sendeth two of 
His disciples, and saith to them, Go into the city, and there shall 
meet you a man carrying a pitcher of water: follow him. And 
wheresoever he shall enter in, say to the master of the house that 
the teacher saith, Where is My chamber, where I may eat the 
Passover with My disciples?” Mt. avoids questions in the mouth 
of the Lord (cf. Introduction, p. xxxii), and therefore omits zod 
éotlv 7d KatadAvud pov. He avoids also the obscure reference to 
the man with the pitcher, the ambiguity of which is probably due 
to the fact that the Lord had an understanding with one of His 
adherents in the city, which enabled Him to throw an atmosphere 
of secrecy over His movements. He ostensibly arranged to keep 
the Passover meal on the 14th, whilst He purposed to eat a sub- 
stitute for it on the evening of His message. In this way He safe- 
guarded Himself from arrest during that last evening meal, since 
even if the place of meeting had been known outside the circle of 
the Twelve, no one, not excluding the Twelve, could have suspected 
that He would be found there till the evening of the 14th. 

6 kaipds pov éyyts éorw] The words seem to be a previously 
arranged password. “Prepare the Passover meal; but for to-day, 
not to-morrow: for My Passover must be eaten to-night.” Mk. 
adds here: ‘And He will show you a large upper room furnished 
(and) ready: there make ready for us.” Mt. omits. 

mM 19. And the disciples did as Jesus appointed them, and prepared 
the Passover.| Mk. has: “ And the disciples went out, and came 
into the city, and found as He said to them: and made ready the 
Passover.” 

17-19. Mt. and Lk, agree against Mark in 6 6 elrev, Mt *8, Lk ?° for 
kal Neyer, Mk 38; and in dé, Mt 1”, Lk 7 for Mk.’s kal. 

LVote on the dates in Mk 14. 

1. Mk 14! jv 82 76 wdcya Kal Ta dlyywa peta Sv0 Huepas, K.7.r. 
According to the usual interpretation, the authorities are here 
represented as plotting on Wednesday the 13th to arrest the 
Christ and to put Him to death, but as deciding not to effect this 
év 7 €optn. Did they then propose to postpone His capture 
until after the Feast of Unleavened Bread? If so, why did they 
arrest Him on the Thursday evening, the 14th-15th, and cause 
Him to be put to death on the 15th, #.e. €v ry €opry, contrary to 
their intention? 
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It is clear that something is wrong with the text, for 1d rdcya 
and 7a a¢vya are not coincident, but successive periods. Both 
could not happen pera dvo jyépas. Moreover, pera dvo jpépas is 
itself obscure. It is argued that pera tpets jepas is equivalent to 
TH tpity Huepa=on the day after to-morrow,” cf. 1621; but the 
analogy of this usage does not justify pera dv0 qépas in the sense 
of “on the morrow.” Greek and Aramaic alike used other 
expressions to denote this. We are therefore led by the general 
intention of the narrative to suppose that the authorities planned 
the arrest some days before the feast, and proposed to effect it 
before the feast. This is confirmed by the light thrown upon the 
following narrative, Mk 14°-°, by Jn 121, where it is said that the 
feast at Bethany took place six days before the Passover. This 
would date the determination of the Sanhedrin in Mk 14! as six 
days or more before Passover. 

2. Mk 14” xal rH mpdéty Hpépa Tov alipwv Ste TO TAacyxa ebvov. 
The clause must be corrupt. The first day of Unleavened Bread, 
the 15th Nisan, succeeded the Passover day, the 14th. Further, 
the 14th after 3 o’clock would have been too late to make 
preparation for the meal. This must have been accomplished 
at least on the day before. 

3. Mk 14!” kai dias yevouerns épxerat, x.7.A. In the belief of 
the editor of the second Gospel this was the Passover meal eaten 
on the evening of the 14th. But this identification introduces 
confusion into the whole of the surrounding narrative. For (a) 
the authorities had decided against arrest ev tH €opry. (4) Simon 
would not be “ coming from work ” (152°), cf. B. Berakhoth 4, nor 
would Joseph have bought a linen cloth on a feast day (15%), nor 
would one of the disciples carry arms on such a day (144°). 

If, now, we put aside the chronological notices in Mk., the 
general tenor of the narrative is clear. In 141+? the authorities 
decide to arrest Christ before the Feast, z.e. before the Passover. 
The meal of Mk 14% took place, as the writer of the Fourth Gospel 
states, six days before the Passover. On or soon after the day of this 
feast, Judas arranged with the authorities to effect Christ’s arrest, 
Mk 1410-11, 

The Passover, the 14th, fell on the Sabbath. Two days before, 
z.e. on Thursday the 12th, Christ bade His disciples make the 
necessary preparations for the Passover meal, Mk 14!*!6, That 
same evening He sat down with His disciples at a meal in which 
He anticipated the Passover by two days, and instituted the Holy 
Communion, Mk 14!7-%, That evening He was arrested in the 
garden, and after trial before the Sanhedrin on the following morn- 
ing (Friday the 13th), was condemned by Pilate and crucified. 
He was buried the same day at evening (Mk 14%). 

Thus, as the authorities had decided, His execution took place 
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before the Feast, #.e. on the 13th, and the notices that Simon was 
“coming from work,” that one of the disciples was armed, and 
that Joseph bought a linen garment, are in harmony with the rest 
of the narrative, since the days on which these things took place 
were not feast days. With this arrangement the writer of the 
Fourth Gospel is agreed. The last supper was “before the Pass- 
over,” #.e. two days before, on Thursday. The authorities would not 
enter into Pilate’s palace on the following morning, z.e. Friday the 
13th, because their purification in readiness for the Passover on 
the following day (Saturday the 14th) would have been rendered 
null! (1828), The crucifixion took place on the eve of the 
Passover (19!4; cf. the same statement, B. Sanh 43%, Ev. Pet 
3), which was also the eve of the Sabbath (19%! *, cf. Das 
Leben Jesu; Krauss, p. 56: “The Passover fell in that year ona 
Sabbath.” 

It is therefore clear that Mk 1412, which seems to identify the 
first day of Unleavened Bread with the Passover day, and which 
suggests the identification of the last supper with the Passover 
meal, must be corrupt. The primary corruption no doubt lies in 
the words 77 porn jpepa Tov a4lvuwv. Behind this, whether in 
a documentary or oral source, must lie words which should give 
the meaning “ before the feast of Unleavened Bread,” thus re- 
suming, v., “‘not on the feast.” The editor having misinterpreted 
this to mean “on the first day of Unleavened Bread,” is obliged to 
suppose that the Passover day is intended. The real “ first day of 
Unleavened Bread” would be, as he is aware, too late. He there- 
fore inserts dre 76 tacya €Ovov, thus identifying the last supper with 
the Passover meal, and introducing hopeless confusion into the 
succeeding narrative. The narratives of Mt. and Lk. are entirely 
based on Mk., and have the same confused chronology, although 
Mt. seems to have endeavoured to avoid some of the harsher 
incongruities by omitting cai ra ava from Mk 14}, dre 76 tdoyxa 
@6vov from Mk 14", épxdpevov ax dypod from Mk 15”, and a&yopacas 
owvdova from Mk 1546, 

Chwolson in his note, Veber Das Datumim Evangelium Matthai, 
xxvi. 17,2 suggests that the original of Matthew ran Nopd Nov2 
x’yob= “in the days before the feast of Unleavened Bread” ; 
that the first © of NDP was omitted, and the sentence translated 
as though it were NpDT NOP Nova, But Mt. is dependent on 

Mk., and the error must be sought in Mk. Chwolson’s Aramaic 
phrase or some similar expression very probably lies behind Mk.’s 
Th ™pwty nuépa. In any case, Chwolson is right in regarding this 

1 Entry into the house of a heathen caused uncleanness for seven days 
(Chwolson). 

* Monatsschrift fiir Gesch. und Wissenschaft des Judenthums, \xxiii. 537- 

555: 
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phrase as impossible, and in seeing that what is wanted is some 
phrase meaning, ‘“ Before the feast of Unleavened Bread.” 

Chwolson in his extremely valuable treatise, Das Letzte 
FPassamahl Christi, suggests that the Passover fell on a Friday 
and was transferred to Thursday, because on the Friday there 
would not have been time for the roasting of the lambs before 
the beginning of the Sabbath. He thinks that whilst the offering 
of the lambs was therefore necessarily antedated, there was a 
difference of opinion as to the eating of the Paschal meal. Some, 
including Christ, eat it on the Thursday, others preferred to eat it 
according to the Mosaic law on the Friday the 14th, though the 
killing had been transferred to the previous day on account of the 
proximity of the Sabbath. 

But Chwolson’s investigations are concerned with the text of 
the first Gospel, and his suggestions leave unsolved the texts of 
Mk. and Lk. It is with Mk. that any attempted solution must 
begin. If we transfer Chwolson’s emendation to Mk 14), we may 
gladly admit that this writer is excellent authority for justifying us 
in substituting “ Before the feast of Unleavened Bread” for 7H 
TpaTn Hepa tov aliuwv. But what of dre TO rizxa voy? Are 
we to accept this statement with the identification of the last 
supper with the Passover meal which is implied in it? It seems 
more than probable that the dre 7d rdoyxa éOvov is due to the same 
writer who has just written 77 rparyn jépa Tov afipwv. He realises 
that the last supper could not have taken place on the 15th, which 
was, properly speaking, the first day of Unleavened Bread. He is 
therefore obliged to suppose that by the first day of Unleavened 
Bread the Passover day was intended. And this preliminary error 
confuses the whole of the following narrative. In other words, 
Mk 14!” is so certainly corrupt that no inference ought to be 
drawn from it as to the chronology of the succeeding narrative. 
And, apart from it, nothing is more clear than that the crucifixion 
of Christ did not take place on the 15th, from which it follows 
that the meal of vv.17-25 was not the Passover meal of the 14th. 
But then what was it? Do not the disciples say, Where shall we 
make ready the Passover? And did not Christ bid them go and 
prepare it? But there is really no difficulty about the matter if 
we read vv.!216 in the light of the previous narrative. The San- 
hedrin had decided on the removal of Christ before the feast, 
and had covenanted with Judas to arrange for His arrest at a 
convenient opportunity. Of all this Christ was aware. He knew 
that before the killing of the lambs in the Temple on the evening 
of the 14th, He himself would have fallen a prey to the plots of 
His enemies. And yet He proposed to eat the Passover meal 
with His disciples. Not, however, the technical Passover meal 
of the 14th, but a meal which should serve as such. Hence the 

18 
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mystery of vv.!216, Preparation for the Passover meal of the 
14th had to be made early. In this case the disciples seem to 
have thought it well to begin on Thursday the 12th. They went, 
we read, and prepared the Passover. Not, of course, the lamb. 
That could only be offered in the Temple on the 14th, and then 
brought to the room afterwards. But they made other prepara- 
tions, saw to it. that the room was properly equipped, and perhaps 
purchased the necessary accessories of the feast. It may be 
thought that jroiuacavy 76 7aoxa must mean more than this, and 
include the actual preparation of the lamb itself, and so point to 
the 14th. But, in the first place, the phrase is due to the writer 
who has written v.12", who believed that the meal thus prepared 
was the technical Passover meal. The original may well have 
meant nothing more than “prepared for the Passover.” And, on 
the other hand, it is very unlikely that the two messengers should 
have acted as representatives of the whole body in the solemn 
service of the slaughter of the lamb in the Temple on the 14th. 
Preparation by two delegates could only be preparation of sub- 
ordinate details, not the actual sacrifice of the lamb itself. But 
why the mystery about the place of the meal? No doubt because, 
in view of the danger of arrest, Christ wished to keep His move- 
ments secret. He had arranged with some one that a room should 
be ready. There He sent His disciples to make preparations as 
though for the Passover meal of the 14th. Then the material 
and place for a meal having been secured, He came suddenly on 
that same evening of the 12th and sat down with His disciples, 
secure at least for a time from arrest, for He had the betrayer in 
His company. It was not the technical Passover meal, but for 
Him and for His disciples it would serve as such. There was 
indeed no lamb. But there was bread symbolising Christ’s body, 
and that sufficed. 

M 20. And when tt was evening, He sat down with the twelve 
disciples.| Mk. has: ‘‘ And when it was evening, He cometh with 
the twelve. And as they were sitting.” —dywias 8€] for kai dias, as 
often.—évéxevro] for épxerar—xal dvaxepévwv adrav, thus omitting 
the historic present. Cf. Introduction, p. xx. 

M 21. And as they were eating, Jesus said, Verily I say to you, 
that one of you shall deliver Me up.| Mk. has: “ And as they were 
eating, Jesus said, Verily I say to you, that one of you shall deliver 
Me up (one) who is eating with Me.” The last clause emphasises 
the heinousness of the treachery of the act. Mt. omits the 
words as already implied in els €& tudv. For els=ris, see Blass, 

p- 144. 
M 22. And being very grieved, they began to say to Him each one, 

ts it I, Lord?| Mk. has: ‘They began to be grieved, and to say 
to Him one by one, Is it 1?”—xa/] Mt. avoids Mk.’s asyndeton.— 
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oddpa] is characteristic of Mt., see on 2!°,—els éxacros] see Blass, 
p. 179, for Mk.’s harsher «és xara els, which occurs in Jn 8% 

23. And He answered and said, He who dipped with Me hisM 
hand in the dish, he shall deliver Me up.| Mk. has: “‘ And He said 
to them, One of the Twelve. He who dippeth with Me into the 
dish.” ‘‘One of the Twelve” reaffirms the treachery of the act, and 
6 éuBamropevos, k.7.X., is equivalent to 6 éoOiwy per’ éuod. Not only 
one of the Twelve, but also a partaker in a common meal. The 
clause in Mk. does not give any clue to the individuality of the 
traitor, for probably all dipped into the dish, but only emphasises 
his treachery. Mt. in substituting 6 ¢uBdyas—riy xetpa, and add- 
ing ovrdés pe mapadwoe, may have understood the words to be a 
direct clue to the betrayer’s personality. Hastings, DCG i. p. 464. 

24. The Son of Man indeed goeth as it stands written about M 
Him: but woe to that man through whom the Son of Man ts 
delivered up! good were it for him if that man had not been born.] 
Mk. has the same with 67 at the beginning and no 7 after 
kadév. ‘Mt. improves the Greek by adding jv,” Moulton, p. 
200. 

The sentence is very Semitic in construction and idea. For 
tmayew = goes on his destined path, goes to his fate, dies, see 
Schlatter on Jn 7°, For xa6as yéypamrat, see Bacher, Exeget. Term. 
1. 88, 11.91. The solemn repetition of 6 av@pwzos éxeivos and the 
aitd—6 avOpwrros éxetvos is alsoSemitic. The whole verse could be 
literally translated into Hebrew or Aramaic; cf. B. Chag. 11° “It 
were better for him if he had not come into the world,” Enoch 38? 
“Tt had been good for them if they had not been born.” 

25. And Judas, who delivered Him up, answered and said, Is it J, E 
Rabbi? He saith to him, Thou hast said.| The verse is not in Mk. 
Mt., who has understood 6 éuBarrdpevos as marking out the traitor 
in an indirect way, adds here a clause to make his identity still 
clearer.—ov elas] For the tense, see Moulton, p. 140. The 
clause is an evasive or ambiguous affirmative, and is quite in the 
Semitic manner. For Rabbinic parallels, see Dalm. Words, 309 ff. 
But cf. Chwolson, Das Letzte Passamahl, p. 88, who denies that 
it is a Rabbinic formula of affirmation. So also Merx, zx Joc: 
“Du hast es gesagt ist keine rabbinische Formel.” But the 
passages quoted by Dalman seem sufficient to show that “thou 
hast said” is in harmony with the Jewish spirit, where an indirect 
affirmation is required. In the present instance it is needless to 
ask whether it can or cannot express a direct affirmative, because 
such a direct affirmative would mar the spirit of the whole narra- 
tive, as Mt. has well understood. Christ had stated the terrible 
fact that one of His chosen friends, who was at that very moment 
sharing with him in a common meal, would betray Him into the 
hands of His enemies. They answer Him in indignant words 
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which are half-interrogative, half-negative, It is not I? And Judas 
amongst the others put the same question. Now it is incon- 
ceivable that Christ should have answered him with a simple 
affirmative. Such a statement made publicly could only have 
provoked an outburst of fury against Judas, and perhaps for a 
time at least have frustrated his purpose. If intended only for the 
ear of Judas, it was the sort of thing which could not have been 
said under the circumstances. It would only have led to angry 
denial. What was required was just what od «lzas expresses, an 
ambiguous affirmative, suggesting to the traitor himself the cer- 
tainty that his treachery was known ; to others, if they overheard it, 
a half uncertainty as to what was meant, and leaving opportunity 
to Judas of withdrawing from his course of treachery before its 
absolute and final exposure. See Gould on Mk 14”, 

M 26. And as they were eating, Jesus took bread, and blessed and 
brake tt, and gave it to the disciples, and said, Take, eat; this is My 
body.| Mk. has the same, omitting 6 “Incots and ¢ayere: and 
with kal éSwxev avrois xai for kat dovs Tots wabynrais airov.—be] for 
kai, as often.—dprov] * BC DS!; rév aprov, A pra 2.€. 
“uttered a form of thanksgiving.”—rodré éorw 16 cua ov] The 
éorv is quite unemphatic, and in Aramaic would be unexpressed. 
“This is My body,” z.e. ‘this broken bread, of which you all eat, 
represents My body.” The inference that in some sense the 
disciples were to partake of Christ’s body is unexpressed, but 
is implicit in the words rotro= “‘ this broken loaf”; the neuter is 
due to attraction to 76 cépa. 

M 27. And He took a cup, and gave thanks, and gave (it) to them, 
saying, Drink ye all from it.| Mk. has: ‘‘ And He took a cup, 
and gave thanks, and gave (it) to them, and they all drank from it.” 
Mt. assimilates éx.ov to the imperative of the previous verse.— 
motypiov] So NBE al S!; 16 worjpiov, AC D al. The article 
here and before dprov in v.*° has probably been added to signify 
the Eucharistic bread and cup. 

M 28. For this is My blood of the covenant, which ts being shed 
Jor many unto remission of sins.) Mk. has: “And He said to 
them, This is My blood of the covenant, which is being shed on 
behalf of many.”—rotro]=this wine.—76 aiud pov rs diabyKns] 
This wine represents My blood, ze. My covenant blood, ze. My 
blood shed to ratify a covenant. Nothing is said in Mk. to define 
the nature of the covenant, except that the blood was being shed 
on behalf of many, z.e. to give them a right to the privileges of the 
covenant. The covenant might be regarded as a covenant between 
Christ and the many, or, more naturally, between God and the 
many. Mt., by adding eis ddeow duapriay, shows that he under- 
stood the covenant to be a covenant between God and the many 
by which remission of sins was secured to them, the sign of this 
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covenanted forgiveness being the shed blood. For blood as 
signifying the ratification of a covenant, cf. Ex 248.—rjs da4nx7s] 
SoNBLZ; ris xawis diabjxns, A C D al; 70 THs Kawys dab yKys, 
A Cal. S! has: ‘My blood, the new covenant.” 

29. AndT say to you, I will not drink from now of this fruit M 
of the vine urtil that day when I drink it with you new in the 
kingdom of My Father.| Mk. has: “ Verily I say to you, that I will 
no longer drink of the fruit of the vine, until that day when I drink 
it new in the kingdom of God.” The words are striking and 
unexpected. ‘They seem to be a solemn farewell. But instead of 
a promise of a future return, we have this allusion to the joys of 
the Messianic kingdom. For the banquet as symbol of that joy, 
cf. on 84, and add Exoch 621* “ With that Son of Man will 
they eat and lie down, and rise up for ever and ever,” where, 
however, the picture is hardly so much that of a banquet as of 
perpetual fellowship.—ov yy] cf. Moulton, 187 ff.—yévyue] from 
yiveo$ar as opposed to yéevvyya from yevvdw. Cf. Deissm. Bible 
Studies, p. 184.—yévnpa tis dréhov—xawov] Why new? Contrast 
Lk 22° But in the Messianic kingdom all things will be new; 
cf. Is 4318 Rev 215.—dém dpr] is not in Mk. Lk. also adds 
a7 Tov Viv. 

30. And they sang a hymn, and went out to the Mount of Olives.| M 
So Mk. 

831. Zhen saith Jesus to them, All ye shall be made to stumble in Me M 
on this nisht ; for tt stands written, [will smite the shepherd, and the 
sheep of the flock shall be scattered.| Mk. has: ‘‘ And Jesus saith to 
them, that all ye shall be made to stumble: because it stands written, 
I will smite the shepherd, and the sheep shall be scattered.”— 
rote] see on 27. Mt., as often, omits Mk.’s 6rt.—oxavdaricOjoec Ge] 
see on v.22, Mt. adds év éuol év 77 vuxti tavry to make the point 
of the following quotation explicit.—7ardéw, «.7.A.] The quota- 
tion is from Zec 13’.—ataéw| LXX and Heb. have the imperative. 
—rov roipéva] so Heb. and LXX xe* °? A Q T.—xat diacxopric Oy, 
govrat Ta TpoBata] so Heb., LXX, AQ. Mk. transposes subject 
and verb.—rijs roipvys| not in Heb., but so LXX A. Since Mt. 
does not elsewhere add extraneous words to Mk.’s quotations, and 
does add words which are found in the LXX (cf. 19°, where he 
adds kai (xpoc)koAAnOjoerat TH yuvarx’: 22°, where he adds ei‘), 
it is more probable that he here adds ris rocuvns because he found 
it in a LXX text, than that LXX A should have been assimilated 
to the Gospel. The order xat d:acx. 7a ampdBara is another 
assimilation to the LXX. 

32. But after I am risen, I will go before you into Galilee.| SoM 
Mk., with dAAa for dé. For the unclassical] insertion of pe, see 
Blass, p. 239; Moulton, p. 212. 

33. And Peter answered and said to Him, If all shall beM 
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made to stumble in Thee, [will never be made to stumble.| Mk. has: 
“ And Peter said, Although all shall be made to stumble, yet (aA) 
not I.”—elrev| So Lk. Mk. has édy. 

M 384. Jesus said to him, Verily I say to you, That on this night, 
before the cock crow, thrice thou shalt deny Me.| Mk. has: “And 
Jesus saith to him, Verily I say to thee, That to-day, on this night, 
before that the cock crow twice, thrice thou shalt deny Me.” 
Mt. omits Mk.’s redundant ovpepov; cf. Introduction, p. xxv.— 
apiv| for Mk.’s zpiv 9, cf. Blass, p. 229. Mk.’s dés is of doubtful 
authority ; see Swete. 

M 385. Peter saith to Him, Even if I must needs die with Thee, 
I will not deny Thee. Likewise also said all the disciples.| Mk. 
has: ‘And he was confidently saying, If I must needs die with 
Thee, I will not deny Thee. And likewise all were saying.”— 
ov py] For the construction with fut. ind., cf. 1622, and Moulton, 

. 190. 
‘ 36-56. From Mk 1487-50, 

M 36. Then Jesus cometh with them to an estate called Gethsemane, 
and satth to the disciples, Sit here until I have gone away yonder and 
prayed.| Mk. has: “ And they come to an estate of which the name 
(was) Gethsemaneli, and He saith to His disciples, Sit here until I 
have prayed.” —rére] see on 27.—épxerar| Mt., against his custom, 
retains the historic present.—Te6onuavet | =“ oil-press” ; cf. Dalm. 
Gram.’ p. 191.—atrod] for Mk.’s &de, on which see Blass, p. 58.— 
éws ov] = “ until,” Blass, p. 272.1 

M 37. And He took Peter and the two sons of Zebedee, and began 
to be grieved and distracted.| Mk. has: “ And He taketh Peter 
and James and John with Him, and began to be amazed and 
distracted.”—zapadafev] Mt. avoids, as usual, the historic present. 
—Avreicba} a softer word than Mk.’s strong ékOapBeicba; cf. 
Introduction, p. xxxi. Mt., however, retains the striking adnpoveir, 
on which see Lightfoot, Philippians, 27°, Gould and Swete on Mk. 
Lk. omits the whole clause.—aénpovetv] occurs in Ox. Pap. ii. 298. 
45, first century A.D. Alay adnwovotper. 

M 88. Zhen He saith to them, My soul ts very grieved unto death: 
stay here and watch with Me.| Mk. has the same, without “ with 
Me,” and with xaé for rére, on which see 27.—éws Oavdrov| Cf. Jon 
4°, Ecclus 518. For yyy of the human soul of Christ, cf. Jn 
1227, Lk. omits the whole clause. See on Lk 2242. 

M 39. And He went forward a little, and fell on Hts face, praying, 
and saying, My Father, tf it ts possible, let this cup pass away from 
Me ; but not as I will, but as Thou (willest).| Mk. has: “ And 

1 Mk. has éws. Cf. the same change in 14% = Mk 6%. Mk.’s ws may 
perhaps mean ‘‘ while” here and in 6*, but Mt. uses éws of in five other cases 
(175 1383 14% 17° 18%) in the sense ‘‘until,” so that it probably bears that 
meaning here. In Aramaic 1 4 has either meaning. 
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He went forward a little, and fell (imp.) (on His face, D a/ curss 
S!k) upon the ground, and was praying that, if it were (éoriv) 
possible, the hour might pass from Him. And He said, Abba 
Father, all things are possible to Thee. Take this cup from Me. 
But not what I will, but what Thou (willest).” k omits az’ airod— 
mapeveyke.—érecev] aor. for Mk.’s imp., as often.—éml azpdcwrov 
airod| cf. 17% Mk. has ézt ris yps. Mk. puts the contents of the 
prayer twice—once indirectly, and again directly. Mt., as usual, 
shortens ; cf. Introd. p. xxiv.—pocevydpevos] Mt. omits here iva ef 
Svvarov éorw rapeAOy aa aitod 7) dpa. 4 dpa here is ambiguous, and 
is used in a different sense in v.97, But Mt. transfers ei duvarov éorw 
and zapépxouat to the next verse ; cf. k’s omission in Mk.—zarep 
pov] Mk. has "ABBG 6 warjp. Mt. omits the Aramaic ABBa= 
My Father: cf. Dalm. Gram.” p. 90. 198. For Mk.’s 6 zarvp, cf. 
Blass, p. 86; Moulton, pp. 7off. Mt. substitutes zarep; cf. 6% 
For zorypiov as a symbol of sorrow, cf. on 207% The “cup” can 
be nothing but the approaching passion. ‘‘The Lord’s human 
soul shrank from the cross,” Swete.—ei duvardv eorw] Mk. has 
mavra duvata cot, but ei dvvardv éorw in v.%5, The recognition of 
the fact of God’s sovereign power seems less suitable here than the 
expression of acquiescence in the necessity of the “cup.” Lk. has 
been influenced by a similar feeling, but he has the still easier 
et Bovde.— wapeAOatrw] softens Mk.’s direct mapéveyxe, but cf. 
mapeAOy in Mk v.*.—2Anv] cf. 112% 24, and Blass, p. 268. Lk. also 
adds zAnv. In Mk. the request is conditioned by the last clause, 
but the whole verse leaves the impression of an ungranted request 
more strongly than Mt.’s modified rendering.—és éyd 6érw] 
Mk. has the more difficult ri, on which see Blass, p. 175 
(D has 6). On the “cup,” see Hastings, DCG i. p. 37. 

40. And He cometh to the disciples, and findeth them sleeping, M 
and saith to Peter, Could you not thus watch with Me one hour?| 
Mk. has: “ And He cometh and findeth them sleeping, and saith 
to Peter, Simon, dost thou sleep? Couldest thou not watch one 
hour ?” — épxerar — etpicxer] Mt. retains the historic present 
contrary to his habit; cf. v.8°, Lk. also adds zpés trois pabyras. 

41. Watch and pray, that you enter not into temptation; the M 
spirit, indeed, ts willing, but the flesh is weak.| So Mk., with é\6nre! 
for eioéXOnre ; cf. Introduction, p. xxvi. Lk. also has eioeAOyre. 
—els mepacpov] cf. 61%. The words seem to be suggested by 
Christ’s own experience. He, too, had entered into “‘ temptation,” 
v.86, See Gould on Mk 14°%8. 

42. Again a second time He went away, and prayed, saying, My M 
Father, tf this cannot pass, except I drink it, Thy will be done.) 
Mk. has: “And again He went away, and prayed, saying the 
same word” The prayer added in Mt. expresses more strongly 

1So 8* B, but 8° A C D have the compound verb. 
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than v.*° the submission of Christ to the Father’s will.—yevy6rjrw 
70 OeAnpa cov] cf. 61, 

M 48. And He came again and found them sleeping, for their eyes 
were weighed down.) Mk. has: “And again He came and found 
them sleeping, for their eyes were being weighed down. And they 
knew not what to answer Him.”—,eBapnpévor] Sc. drve, cf. Hom. 
Od. ili. 139, otvw BeBapyndres. Mk. has xataapvvdnevor. For Mt.’s 
omission of kai ov« noeway, «.7.A., cf. similar omissions from Mk 
6°? 9, and Introduction, p. xxxiii f. 

E 44. And He left them again, and went away, and prayed the 
third time, saying the same word again.| Mk. has no correspond- 
ing third withdrawal, but in v.41 presupposes one in the words, 
“and He cometh the third time.” Mt. fills the lacuna by slightly 
enlarging Mk v.*%, For ddeis, cf. 1339, 

M 45. Then He cometh to the disciples, and saith to them, Sleep on 
and rest ; behold the hour is at hand, and the Son of Man is being 
delivered up into the hands of sinners.) Mk. has: “And He 
cometh the third time, and saith to them, Sleep on now and rest: 
it is enough, the hour has come: behold the Son of Man is being 
delivered up into the hands of sinners.”—épxera] as in vv.%6 and 4, 
Mt. retains the historic present, contrary to his custom.—rére] see 
on 2’. Mt. omits Mk.’s rare impers. dzréyeu. 

M 46. Arise, let us go: behold, he that is delivering Me up is at 
hand.| So Mk. with a transposition of subject and verb. 

M 47. And while He was still speaking, behold, Judas, one of the 
Twelve, came, and with him a great multitude with swords and 
staves, from the chief priests and elders of the people.| Mk. has: 
“And immediately, while He was still speaking, there cometh 
Judas, one of the Twelve, and with him a multitude with swords 
and staves, from the chief priests and scribes and elders.” Mt. omits 
Mk.’s «d6vs, as often, and adds idov, on which see 12% Lk. also 
has idov.—jdGev] aor. for Mk.’s wapayiverar, as often.—ézéd] for 
Mk.’s wapa. Mt. omits cat rév ypapparewv, and adds tov aod 
at the end. 

M 48. And he that was delivering Him up gave them a sign, saying, 
Whomsoever I shall kiss, that is He: seize Him.) Mk. has: “ And he 
that delivered Him up had given them a sign, saying, Whomsoever 
I shall kiss, that is He: seize Him, and lead Him away safely.”— 
édwxev | for Mk.’s pluperfect, cf. 2718,—onpeiov.] Mk. has ovoonpov, 
on which see Swete. Mt. omits xal darayere dogadds as redundant ; 
see Introduction, p. xxiv. 

M 49. And immediately he came to Jesus and said, Hail, Rabbi: and 
kissed Him fervently.| Mk. has: “And coming immediately he came 
to Him, and saith, Rabbi: and kissed Him fervently.” Mt. omits 
Mk.’s €h@av as redundant ; see Introduction, p. xxiv.—xaipe] added 
by Mt. 
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50. And Jesus said to him, Friend (do that) for which thou™ 
art come.| Mk. has no corresponding clause. Lk. also has an 
insertion. ‘‘ Jesus said to him, Judas, with a kiss dost thou deliver 
up the Son of Man?” ératpos occurs in some MSS. at 1116, and in 
the vocative, 20/8 and 221%, both times in parables.—zrapec] occurs 
only herein Mt. The clause is enigmatic in its brevity : “(do that) 
for which thou art present,” z.e. ‘accomplish your purpose” ; or as 
Wellhausen, ‘‘ Do you kiss Me for the purpose on account of which 
you are come,” z.¢. “on such an errand?” Blass, p. 176, emends 
into aipe, “ take what thou art come to fetch.” 

Then they came and laid hands on Jesus, and seized Him.\M 
Mk. has: “and they laid hands on Him, and seized Him.”— 
rote] See on 27.—zpocedAOdvtes] See on 4°. 

51. And, behold, one of those who were with Jesus stretched forth M 
his hand, and drew his sword, and smote the servant of the high 
priest, and struck off his ear.| Mk. has: ‘‘ And one of those who 
stood by drew his sword, and struck the servant of the high priest, 
and struck off his ear.”—idov] See on 17°.—éeis]_ Mk. has els d€ 
tis, on which see Blass, p. 144.—7Gv pera Inoot| for Mk.’s vaguer 
Tov TapecTyKOTwy.—atagas| Mk. has éraucey, cf. Mt. 268, Lk. also 
has ézdrafe. See on Lk 22°°. 

52-54. Mt. adds here three verses which have no parallel in 
Mk. or Lk. 

Then saith Jesus to him, Return thy sword to its place: for all® 
who take the sword shall perish with the sword. Or thinkest thou 
that I cannot appeal to My Father, and He shall now furnish Me 
with more than twelve legions of angels? How then should the 
Scriptures be fulfilled, that thus it must happen?|—rére] See on 
27.—-)eiw| indecl. »* B D; see Moulton, p. 50. 

The insertion seems intended to throw light upon the meaning- 
less incident of Mk v.47. This was an act which might have led 
to an attempt to prevent Christ’s arrest. But He Himself checked 
it. He did not desire the plans of His enemies to be thwarted. 

55. Ln that hour Jesus said to the multitudes, As against a robber M 
did you come out with swords and staves to take Me? Daily in the 
Temple I sat teaching, and you did not seize Me.| So Mk. with 
“daily I was with (zpés) you in the temple teaching” for “ daily in 
the Temple I sat teaching.”—év éxetvy tH dpa] see on 8%. For 
Mk.’s 7nv mpos tuas, see Abbott, Johannine Grammar, 23634. 

56. And all this has come to pass that the Scriptures of the pro-M 
phets might be fulfilled.| Mk. has simply: “ But that the Scriptures 
might be fulfilled (you have arrested Me in this treacherous way).” 
Mt. supplies the ellipse by inserting the formula rotro dé oXov 
yéyovev (on which see Introduction, p. lxi), and so making an 
independent sentence. 

And all the disciples left Him, and fied.| Mk. has: “AndM 
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they all left Him, and fled.” Mt. here omits Mk vwv.5!-52; ef 
Introduction, p. xviii. 

57-75. From Mk 1453-72, 
M 57. And they seized Jesus, and led Him away to Caiaphas the 

high priest, where the scribes and the elders were assembled.| Mk. 
has: “ And they led Jesus away to the high priest. And there come 
together all the high priests and the elders and the scribes.”—oi de] 
d€ (also in Lk.) for xa, as often.—zpods tov dpxrepéa| Mt. adds the 
name as in v.3,—drov—ovv7}xOycav | for Mk.’s kal ovvépxovrat, avoid- 
ing hist. pres., as often.—oi ypap. kat ot mpec.] the more usual order 
for Mk.’s of mpeo. Kat ot Pop Mk. prefixes ot dpxepets. Mt. 
omits, as already implied in zpos rdv dpxtepea. 

M 58. And Peter was following Him from afar unto the court of 
the high priest, and entered in, and sat with the servants, to see the 
end.| Mk. has: ‘And Peter from afar followed Him inside into 
the court of the high priest, and was sitting with the servants, and 
warming himself at the blaze.”—6 dé] for Mk.’s xai 6, as often. 
johovber] Mk. has the aor. ; generally the position is reversed.— 
€ws THs avAjs | abbreviates Mk? s redundant €ws éow eis rHv aiAnv ; cf. 
Introduction, p. xxiv f.—éxéOyT0] (so Lk.) for Mk.’s jv ourcallgueiie 
—ideiv 76 TéXos] gives a motive for Peter’s action, which is wanting 
in Mk.’s merely pictorial cai Gepparvopuevos rpds TO das. 

M 659. And the chief priests and all the Sanhedrin were seeking 
Jalse witness against Jesus, that they might put Him to death.| Mk. 
has: ‘And the chief priests and all the Sanhedrin were seeking 
witness against Jesus, with a view to putting Him to death.”— 
Wevdouaprupiay | emphasises the treachery of the authorities. 

M 60. And did not find (any), though many false witnesses came. | 
Mk. has: “And were not finding (any). For many bore false 
witness against Him, and their testimonies were not agreed.— 
etpov| aor. for Mk.’s imp., as often. 

M But afterwards two came, (61) and said, This man said, I can 
destroy the temple of God, and build (tt, another) after an interval 
of three days.) Mk. has: “And certain rose up and bore false 
witness against Him, saying, That we heard Him saying, That I 
will destroy this Temple made with hands, and will build after an 
interval of three days another made without hands. And not even 
so was their witness agreed.” The narrative in Mk. is not free 
from difficulty. The authorities sought false witnesses, two at 
least being necessary according to law, cf. Dt 19!5, but could not 
find them (55), For many offered witness, but two could not be 
found to agree (°°). An example of the testimony offered by these 
discordant witnesses is given in 57-58, Jt seems to be a garbled 
version of words spoken by Christ, and was no doubt represented 
as a threat to destroy the Temple. But even these witnesses could 
not agree. Theattempt, therefore, to produce the requisite number 



XXVI. 60-63.] LAST DAYS OF THE MESSIAH’S LIFE 283 

of witnesses failed, and it was necessary to find other grounds 
for condemning the accused. Mt., however, seems to have re- 
garded Mk vv.57-58 as at least part of the ostensible ground for 
condemnation. He therefore distinguishes between the witness 
here recorded and that of the previous false witnesses by in- 
troducing it with vorepov, “later,” and by inserting “two.” “At 
last the requisite agreement between the legal minimum number 
of witnesses was obtained.” Mt. seems to have interpreted the 
“Temple” of Mk °8 of the literal Temple, and adds rod Oeot. At 
the same time he seems to have found difficulty in attributing to 
Christ even in the mouth of false witnesses a direct threat to 
destroy the Temple, and alters the words into an assertion that 
Christ had power to doso (dvvapar karadtcoar), and to build another 
in three days. The insertion of dvo in v.*® carries with it the 
omission of Mk v.5°, because the consent of two witnesses in the 
statement was sufficient to make it a ground of accusation. 

dua tprdv ypyepov] cf. Mk 13?D. For da = “after the lapse of an 
interval,” cf. Gal 21. It seems to mean “during” in Ac 13, so 
Blass, p. 132. So perhaps here “within three days.” But see 
against this Abbott (Johannine Grammar, 2331¢), who renders 
Ac 1° ‘‘after an interval of forty days.” 

dvo] add Wevdopdprupes, A? C D al latt St. 
62. And the high priest rose up, and said to Him, DostM 

Thou answer nothing? what do these witness against Thee ?]| 
Mk. has: “ And the high priest rose up into the midst, and asked 
Jesus, saying, Dost Thou not answer anything? what do these 
witness against Thee?” Mt. omits Mk.’s otk; see on 27}4, 

63. And Jesus was silent.| Mk. has: “And He was silent, M 
and answered nothing.” Mt. omits the last clause as redundant ; 
cf. Introduction, p. xxv. 

And the high priest said to Him, I adjure Thee by the living M 
God, that Thou tell us if Thou art the Anointed, the Son of God ?| 
Mk. has: ‘‘ Again the high priest was asking Him, and saith to 
Him, Art Thou the Anointed, the Son of the Blessed ?”—6 vids tod 
Oeot] Mk. has 6 vids rod etAoyynrod. Since, according to Mk., the 
endeavour to procure the legal number of witnesses had failed, the 
high priest directly interrogates the accused. He was popularly 
regarded as one who claimed to be the Messiah, and had been 
greeted as such by the populace, Mk 11% 19 It is very doubtful 
whether the high priests, the Sadducees, held any definite Messianic 
doctrine, but, no doubt, the Pharisees (cf. Ps-So/) anticipated the 
coming of a Davidic “king” ; and other conceptions of the Messiah 
were current, as, ¢.g., in the Apocalyptic literature. Wellhausen 
argues that the claim to be the Messiah could not, according to 
Jewish conceptions, have been regarded as a blasphemous claim, 
But quite apart from the exact meaning of the relationship of the 
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Messiah to God, which is implied in such terms as ‘‘Son of God,” 
“Son of the Blessed,” the nature of the Messiah, as depicted in the 
literature of the period as of earthly and heavenly origin (cf. Volz, id. 
LEschat. pp. 214f.), is such that claims to be Messiah might quite 
well be regarded as blasphemous, if they were untrue. And the 
high priest, no doubt, knew quite well that the idea of Messiahship, 
as used of Himself by Christ, involved and implied the conception 
of heavenly origin (cf. Mk 1287), Mk.’s rod evAoyyrod is an 
abbreviation of a common Rabbinical formula, and is no doubt 
original. Mt. changes into the Christian and universal rod @eod. 
“The Son of the Blessed” occurs in the Acta Pauli (Schmidt), 
p. 26, and “the Blessed,” p. 29.—iva jyiy eirys|] Lk. also has 
eizrov apy. 

M 64. Jesus saith to him, Thou saidst: but I say to you, Henceforth 
you shall see the Son of Man sitting at the right hand of power, and 
coming on the clouds of heaven.| Mk. has: “ And Jesus said, I am ; 
and you shall see the Son of Man sitting at the right hand of 
power, and coming with the clouds of heaven.”—ovd etras] Mk. has 
éyw eit. On od elas, see v.%. The phrase implies a fine under- 
standing of the circumstances of the scene. Christ was not ‘‘the 
Son of God” in any sense in which the words could be understood 
by the high priest, and a question such as that addressed to Christ, 
where questioner and questioned lived in a different atmosphere of 
thought, could not, nor ever can be, answered with a word. Yet 
the phrase is an implied affirmative. ‘Thou hast expressed in a 
phrase the inference which seems to follow from My teaching, and 
that inference is a half truth. But more is implied. From hence- 
forth,” etc. The same evasive affirmative lies behind Lk 22%? and 
Jn 1897; “Thou sayest that lamaking. That is a right inference 
from My teaching ; but the kingship which I claim is a kingship of 
spiritual supremacy.”—dz’ apr] is difficult.1 It seems to be equiva- 
lent to ‘‘soon,” ‘‘ hereafter.” ‘*I am the Messiah, but the Messiah 
of the future, not of the present; you will understand when you 
shall see the Son of Man coming on the clouds of heaven.” Lk. 
also has dard rod viv.—éri] Mk. has pera. See on 24°°, where 
Mk. in the parallel has év vepéAas. era occurs in Theodotion’s 
VS of Dn 7. See Gould on Mk 14°, 

M 65. Zhen the high priest rent his garments, saying, He has 
lasphemed ; what further need have we of witnesses? lo, now ye 
ave heard the blasphemy.| Mk. has: “ And the high priest rent 

1 @pre does not occur in Mk. or Lk. In Mt. pr occurs 4 times, and 
including am’ &pr. 7 times. In 23*% and 26% dm’ dpre means ‘‘ from the present 
moment.” But in 26% this meaning cannot be pressed, because the period 
between the moment of utterance and the resurrection must in any case be 
excluded from the scope of the phrase. It is probably used here in the sense 
‘*hereafter”’ with the implication ‘‘soon.” On dm’ dpri, see Abbott, Johannine 
Grammar, 1915, vi. 



X XVI. 65-71.] LAST DAYS OF THE MESSIAH’S LIFE 285 

his clothes, and saith, What further need have we of witnesses? 
ye have heard the blasphemy.”—rére] see on 27.—ra ivdria] a 
more ordinary word than Mk.’s rots xitavas. See DCG i. p. 209. 

66. What think ye? And they answered and said, He isM 
worthy of death.| Mk. has: ‘‘ What seemeth it to you? And 
they all adjudged Him to be worthy of death.” 

67, 68. Zhen they spat in His face, and buffeted Him; and™M 
some smote Him, saying, Prophesy to us, Thou Anointed One, Who 
is he who struck Thee?| Mk. has: “‘ And some began to spit upon 
Him, and to cover His face, and to buffet Him, and to say to Him, 
Prophesy. And the servants received Him with blows.”—rére] 
see on 27.—évérrvoav] Mt. frequently avoids Mk.’s 7pgavro. 
He telescopes Mk.’s é¢urrveav aitd Kat repixadirrev aitod TO 
mpoowrov into évértvcay eis TO mpocwmov avrov: but his added 
clause, tis éorw 6 maicas oe, seems to imply reminiscence of the 
omitted words. In of 8& épaxicay he abbreviates Mk.’s kat oi 
iryperar paricpacw aitov éAaBov. The addition, ‘Who is he 
that struck Thee?” which Lk. also has, is no doubt intended to 
explain zpopyrevoov. It may, however, be doubted whether the 
verb in Mk. has not a more general reference, such as “‘ Prophesy 
now the destruction of the Temple”; cf. Mk v.58 In view of 
Mt.’s explanatory clause, it is extraordinary that he should have 
omitted the ‘‘ covering” of the face. 

69. And Peter sat outside in the court ; and there came to him™ 
a matd-servant, saying, And thou wast with Jesus the Galilean ?] 
Mk. has: ‘And whilst Peter was below in the court, there cometh 
one of the maid-servants of the high priest ; and seeing Peter warm- 
ing himself, she looked at him, and saith, And thou wast with the 
Nazarene, Jesus?”—ééw] in the outer court. Mk. has xérw.— 
éxd@yro| (Lk. also has xaOypevov) refers back to v.5°.—poo7AOev] 
see on 4% Mt. avoids thus Mk.’s hist. pres.—TadAaiov| for 
Mk.’s Nagapyvod, which Mt. elsewhere omits, e.g. in 20° and 285. 

70. And he denied before them all, saying, I know not whatM 
thou sayest.| Mk. has: “And he denied, saying, I know not, 
nor understand what thou sayest.” For Mt.’s omission of the 
redundant ov’re éricrayor, see Introduction, p. xxv.—ovx olda] 
So Lk. Mk. has otre ofa. See on Lk 22°, 

71. And another saw him when he had gone out into theM 
gateway, and saith to those there, This man was with Jesus the 
Vazarene.| Mk. has: “ And he went outside into the antecourt ; 
and the maid-servant saw him, and began to say to those who stood 
by that this man is (one) of them.”—daAdAy] Mt. infers from the 
change of scene that the 4 wasdioxyn of Mk. was different from the 
maid-servant of the previous verse.—otros jv, x.7.A.] Mt. assimi- 
lates to the previous charge, but substitutes for Mk.’s Nalapyvo, 
Nafwpaiov: cf. 225.—Aéye] Avoiding, as often, Mk.’s npfaro. Mt. 
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omits Mk.’s 6rt, as often, and wadw, which would not harmonise 
with aAAn. 

M 72. And again he denied with an oath that, I know not the 
man.| Mk. has: “ And he denied again.” —npvjoaro| assimilating 
to v.”°, and avoiding Mk.’s imperfect jpvetro. 

M 73. And after a iittle while there came they who stood (there), 
and said to Peter, Truly thou also art (one) of them, for thy speech 
bewrayeth thee.) Mk. has: ‘And after a little again they who 
stood by were saying to Peter, Truly thou art (one) of them ; for thou 
art a Galilean.” Mt. omits Mk.’s wadw, as often.—zpocedOorres] 
see on 4%.—xat ydp, «.t.A.] is apparently an explanatory inter- 
pretation of Mk.’s “for thou art a Galilean.” Mt. supposes that 
this was an inference from S. Peter’s language or pronunciation. 
See Dalm. Words, p. 80. 

M 74. Then he began to imprecate, and to swear that, I know not 
the man. And immediately the cock crew.| Mk. has: “And he 
began to imprecate, and to swear that, I know not this man of 
whom you speak. And immediately the cock crew a second 
time.”—rére] see on 27.—xarafenarifew] only here for Mk.’s 
dvafeyarilew, which occurs three times in Acts 23. With either 
word the meaning is ‘“‘to invoke a curse on himself if his state- 
ment were not true.”—xai ev6vs] Mk. adds éx devréepov (om. 
& L); cf. dés in v.2 (om. & C* D) and v.” (om. 8 C* D). 

M 75. And Peter remembered the word of Jesus, who said that 
Before the cock crow, thrice thou shalt deny Me. And he went out- 
side, and wept bitterly.| Mk. has: ‘And Peter remembered the 
word, how Jesus said to him that, Before the cock crow twice, thrice 
thou shalt deny Me. And émBardv he was weeping.” If the 
text of S. Mark which lay before Mt. had dis in vv.°° and 7, and 
éx devrépov in v."*, Mt. has probably omitted all three for the same 
reasons that have caused so many changes in the Western copies 
of Mk. See WH, § 323, and p. 330.—rov pyyaros] so Lk. Mk. 
has 76 pnya. e&eAPov ew, which occurs also in Lk., seems to be a 
substitute for, or interpretation of, Mk.’s difficult émBadov. See 
Swete, and especially Moulton, p. 131.—é«Aavoey] aor., as often, 
for Mk.’s imperfect.—zuxpds] is added by Mt. (and Lk.) to 
emphasise the point. See Hastings, DCG i. p. 444. 

4 ‘73. didbv oe wotet] D latt S' have duodse=‘‘is like,” ¢.e, ‘resembles 
theirs.” 

XXVII. 1, 2. From Mk 15}, 
M 1. And when tt was morning, all the chief priests and the elders 

of the people took counsel against Jesus to put Him to death.| Mk. 
has: ‘‘And immediately in the morning the chief priests, with the 
elders, and scribes, and all the Sanhedrin, made a council.”— 
mpwias d& yevouéevns| for Mk.’s xat edfis mpwi. Mt. substitutes 
d€ for kai, and omits «dvs, as often.—ovpBovrALov édaBov] see on 
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1214, Mk. has cup. roujoavres. Mt. here, as in 2647, omits kal 
Yeap parewy, and adds after rpeoBvrepo., rod Aaod. He omits kat 
oAov TO cuvedpiov as superfluous, but adds, perhaps as compensa- 
tion, rdvres before of dpyuepets ; cf. Lk. drav ro wAjGo0s airav. 

2. And bound Him, and led Him away, and delivered Him toM 
Pilate the governor.| Mk. has: “ Bound Jesus, and carried Him 
away, and delivered Him to Pilate.”—diyayov] cf. 2657 for Mk.’s 
aryveyxav. Lk. has jyayov.—rad iyyeudv.] Mt. uses this word of 
Pilate 7 times, Mk. o, Lk. 1 (207°), Mt. adds also the clause, 
Kata Tov “Incod wote Gavataoat aitov: cf. 26°%. adore with the 
infinitive here expresses purpose ; cf. Moulton, p. 207. 

3-10. Mt. here adds an incident which has no parallel in Mk. 
or Lk. 

3. Then Judas, who delivered Him up, when he saw that He was P 
condemned, repented, and brought back the thirty pieces of silver to 
the chief priests and elders, saying. |—rére| see on 27.—petapeAn Geis] 
as in 215 82._&égrpeWe] is not used elsewhere in an active sense in 
fnew: cf, Is, 38°. 

4. I sinned when I betrayed righteous blood.| P 
And they said, What ts that tous? Thou shalt see(to that).| P 
5. And he cast the silver into the temple, and went away and P 

hanged himself.|\—pipas] as in 15°°.—eis rov vadv] vads in 2316 21. 35 
265! is used of the shrine. Judas could hardly literally cast the 
money into this shrine, into which none but priests entered. He 
may have cast it down in the court of the priests. —dvexspnce] see 
on 212.—xat dweXOav aayygato] cf. 2 S 17% Kai arnAGev—xai 
Wee 

. And the chief priests took the silver, and said, It is not lawful P 
to yak them into the corban, for it is the price of blood.| xopBavas is 
an Aramaism. It is used in Jos. Wars, ii. 175, for the money 
hoarded in the Temple (rév iepov Onoarpsr, KaXetrar dé KopBwvas). 
This was collectively “the offering” par excellence. But the term 
is not so used in Rabbinic writings. 

7. And they took counsel, and bought with them the potters? 
field, for a burial-place for strangers.|\—ovpBovrov AaBovres] see 
on 1214 
5 Wherefore that field was called, Field of Blood, unto this P 

day. 
9,10. Then was fulfilled that which was spoken through Jeremiah O 

the prophet, saying, And I took the thirty pieces of silver, the price 
of Him that was priced, whom they of the children of Israel did 
price, and I gave them for the potter's field, as the Lord appointed 
me.|---rére éthnpw6y] See Introduction, p. 1xi. 

The passage alluded to is, no doubt, Zec 111%. The good 
shepherd of Israel received as wages from the rulers of the people 
a paltry sum. He was bidden to cast it to the potter. So he 
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cast it to the potter in Jehovah’s house. The quotation in Mt. 
seems to play upon the facts of the narrative with reference to this 
passage. Christ was the Good Shepherd. He had been estimated 
at a paltry sum, thirty pieces of silver, by the rulers of the people. 
This sum should therefore be cast to the potter, or, by a slight 
change in the Hebrew, into the treasury ("vin for sy). It is 
probable that in Zec 11}% “yx is original. It alone gives a good 
sense, and a reason for mM’ n’3. Why should the potter be in 
Jehovah’s house? ‘The treasury was naturally there. The M.T. 
may have substituted 1y¥1 from a feeling that the sum thus despised 
was not good enough for the sacred treasury. Just so the chief 
priests in Mt. will not put the sum into the treasury, but give it for 
the potter’s field. Cf. Wellhausen on Zec 11}, 

kal LaBov Ta tpidxovra apyvpia| Zec 118 has xal éAaBov rovs 
TpldkovTa apyvpovs.—THv TYuAY TOD TETYANMEVOU OV eTLHOAVTO ao 
vidv “IopayA| seems to be a loose translation of the previous 

words of Zechariah, omSyn ‘Map weIPH WIN. The LXX is quite 
different.—xat édwxa aira cis Tov dypov Tov Kepapéws]| seems to be a 

loose translation of wyvn Sx—ins power. The rév aypdév appears 
to be due to the translator allowing the facts upon which he is 
commenting to creep into his translation ; cf. v.7. cada ovveraéé 
pou Kiros looks like a reminiscence of ‘Sx mn’ aN, Zec 1118; in 
the LXX language of Ex 9}? xa6a ouvéragev Kvpios. The addition 
of this clause and the 1st pers. in the original make it clear 
that édwxa, and not édwxay, is the right reading. The action of the 
prophet in casting his rejected wages to the potter is regarded by 
the translator as prophetical of the action of the Sanhedrin in 
rejecting the proffered wages of Judas, and giving them for the 
potter’s field. The application of the prophecy in this connection 
is clearly based upon two or three traditional facts. Judas had 
thrown the money into the Temple; cf. mn’ n'a ins Powe. The 
Sanhedrin refused to put it into the treasury; cf. the probable 
emendation of 7¥ix into 1yY. The money thus rejected was 
applied to the purchase of a potter’s field; cf. ayn Sy—ane Powe. 
The translator seems to have had the Hebrew text in his mind, 
and to have quoted from memory. From his acquaintance with 
the variant readings 7¥i~s and yy (cf. for the former the renderings 
of Pesh. and Targ. Jon.), and from the way in which both words are 
alluded to in the narrative (for 1yix, cf. v.6 rov kopBavav), we may 
infer that the writer of this narrative was also the translator of the 
quotation, and that he was thoroughly versed in Rabbinical methods 
of exegesis. See Hastings, DCG i. p. 911. 

The narrative as it now stands seems to carry with it some 
traces of the style of the editor of the Gospel. dre, see on 27. 
dvaxwpetv, 10 in Mt., 1 in Mk., oin Lk.; cupBovArov AapBavey, 5 in 
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Mt. ; and ovytdccew, 3 in Mt. may be claimed as such. On the 
other hand, xopfavas, and the quotation in * !°, based as it is upon 
the Hebrew, and suggestive of Rabbinical method, point to a 
Hebrew or Aramaic original for the section. The story is clearly 
one in which existing tradition led to the application to it of the 
prophecy. And such a detail as the strangers’ burial-ground is too 
meaningless to be accounted for as a literary invention. It seems, 
therefore, probable that the narrative formed one of a cycle of 
Palestinian traditions known to the editor of the Gospels. A 
different tradition is given in Acts 118-19, 

The attribution of the prophecy to Jeremiah may be due to 
reminiscence of Jer 36°7-°® LXX (purchase of a field), combined 
with 18? (the potter). 

4. dikaov] B?™ Labecdg!'q S! ‘blood of the righteous”; d&Ogor, 
SA B* al. 

éyer] UT; dyn, 8 A Bad; ‘‘ thou shalt know,” Si, 
5. els Tov vady] NBL; év 7@ vag, AC al. 
9. did] add "Iepeulov, 8 A B a/; om. 33 157 ab S!. The omission is 

so natural that it seems probable that the word is genuine, 
10. é6wxa] 8 122 S!; @dwxay, Bal. See above. 

11-26. From Mk 15775, 
11. And Jesus stood still before the governor: and the governor M 

asked Him, saying, Art Thou the King of the Jews? And Jesus 
said, Thou sayest.| Mk. has: “ And Pilate asked Him, Art Thou 
the King of the Jews? And He answered and saith to him, Thou 
sayest.”—6 68 "Incots éordOn eurpoobev rod ijyendvos| With this EB 
connecting link Mt. returns to Mk.’s narrative.—A¢€ywr] is inserted 
also in Lk.—éfy] So Lk. Mk. has Agye. For ov déyers, cf. 
av elas, 267: 64, 

12. And when He was accused by the chief priests and elders, M 
He answered nothing.| Mk. has: ‘And the chief priests were 
accusing Him much.” Mt. avoids, as often, Mk.’s imperf. and the 
adverbial woAAd.—dzrexpivato|] The classical middle is rare in the 
N.T. It occurs only once in Mk 1481, where Mt. omitted it, and 
in Mt. only here, where it seems, therefore, to be a reminiscence 
of the clause omitted from Mk 14°!; but Mt., as usual, has only a 
single negative ; see on 27}4. On dzexpivato, see Abbott, Johannine 
Grammar, 2537. 

13. Then Pilate satth to Him, Dost Thou not hear how many M 
things they witness against Thee?| Mk. has: “And Pilate again 
was asking Him, saying, Dost Thou not answer anything? See 
of how many things they accuse Thee.”—rére] see on 27. Mt., as 
often, omits Mk.’s wdAw, and avoids his imperf. éxnpdra. 

14. And He did not answer him, not even to one word; so that M 
the governor marvelled greatly.| Mk. has: “And Jesus still 

19 
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answered nothing; so that Pilate marvelled.” Mt. avoids, as 
usual, Mk.’s double negative, but here compensates by adding zpos 
ovee ev pyua. Cf. Introduction, p. xxv; Hastings, DCG i. p. 358. 

M 15. And at the feast the governor was wont to release to the 
multitude a prisoner whom they wished.| Mk. has: “ And at the 
feast he was releasing to them a prisoner whom they were begging 
off.” —cisbe.—dazrohvew] to emphasise the fact that this was a 
customary concession. Mk. uses his imperfects so indiscrimin- 
ately that his adwéAvey might mean nothing more than “released” 
on this occasion.—xardé] is not necessarily distributive, meaning 
‘“‘at each feast,” so S!, though this was probably the idea in the 
mind of Mk., as Mt. has rightly seen. 

M 16. And they had then a prisoner of note, named Jesus Bar- 
abbas.| Mk. has: “And one called Barabbas was bound with the 
rebels who had committed murder in the revolt. And the multi- 
tude went up, and began to ask (that he would do) as he was doing 
for them.” See Gould and Swete on Mk 157. 

M 1%. When, therefore, they were gathered together, Pilate said to 
them, Whom will ye that I release to you? Jesus Barabbas, or 
Jesus who is called Anointed?| Mk. has: “And Pilate answered 
them, saying, Will ye that I release to you the King of the Jews?” 

M 18. Hor he knew that they had delivered Him up through envy.| 
Mk. has: “ For he knew that the chief priests had delivered Him 
up through envy.”—y7de] Mt. avoids Mk.’s imperf. éyivwoxev.— 
mapédwxav| Mt. avoids Mk.’s pluperfect ; cf. 264%. 

19. Mt. adds here: 
P And as he was sitting upon the judgement-seat, his wife sent 

to him, saying, Have thou nothing to do with that righteous man: for 
I suffered much in a dream to-day on account of Him.\—xaz’ dvap]} 
only besides five times in chs. 1. 2. See on 17°,—7oAAd] this 
adverbial zoAAa, which is common in Mk., occurs elsewhere in 
Mt. only twice, 13% 1671, both from Mk. 

M 20. And the chief priests and the elders persuaded the multitudes 
that they should ask for Barabbas, and destroy Jesus.| Mk. has: 
“And the chief priests moved the people that he should rather 
release Barabbas to them.” For the insertion of kal ot rpeoBvrepor, 
cf. v.!2,—rovs dyAovs] plur. for Mk.’s sing., as often. See Introduc- 
tion, p. lxxxvi.—érewrav] for Mk.’s dvéoecoay, which is late and 
uncommon in the sense to “incite.” Add to references in lexx. 
dvac(opevor = being “incited,” Zed. Pap. 28. 20 (B.C. 114). 

M- 21. And the governor answered and said to them, Whom wilt 
ye that I release to you of the two? And they said, Barabbas.| 
Mt. inserts this last clause in order to bring into the narrative 
explicitly the answer of the people to Pilate’s question. In 
Mk y.® Pilate asks if they wish the King of the Jews to be 
teleased. No direct answer is given, but one is implied in v.4, 
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In v.! Pilate ‘‘again” asks, What is then to be done to Jesus? 
They answer in v.!° that He should be crucified. In v.!* Pilate 
asks a third question, Why should Jesus be crucified? In Mt. 
Pilate first asks whether they will have Barabbas or Christ (v.17). 
In v.?! this question is repeated in other words, and seems to be 
merely resumptive on the part of the editor, no answer having 
been given. The answer comes in the same verse. They desire 
Barabbas. Consequently in v.%# Pilate asks a second question, 
What then is to be done with Jesus? And in v.*3 a third question, 
What evil had He done? The insertion of the resumptive 
question in y.2! necessitates also the insertion of Aéye adrois 6 
IleAGros in v.22.—aoxpibeis 58 & wyenmv elev adrois}] Mk. has 
6 8 IeAaGros wadw amoxpibels éXeyev aitots, Mt. omits wadw 
because he is about to repeat the governor’s first question. 

22. Pilate saith to them, What then shall I do to Jesus who isM 
called Anointed? They all say, Let Him be crucified.| Mk. has: 
“What then shall I do to Him whom you call the King of the 
Jews? And they cried out again, Crucify Him.” 

23. And he said, What evil has He done? And they the moreM 
were crying out, saying, Let Him be crucified.| Mk. has: “ And 
Pilate said to them, Why, what evil has He done? And they the 
more cried out, Crucify Him.”—éxpafov] Mk. has the aor. The 
position is generally the reverse. But in Mk. A D a/1 69 346 
have éxpafoy, and so probably S!. 

24, 25. Mt. here interpolates two verses : 
24, 25. And Pilate, seeing that he avails nothing, but that rather P 

a tumult results, took water, and washed his hands before the 
multitude, saying, 1 am guiltless of the blood of this righteous man: 
ye shall see (to it). And all the people answered and said, His blood 
(de) on us and on our children.| Cf. Ev. Peter: “And no one of 
the Jews washed his hands, neither Herod nor any of his judges.” 

26. Then he released Barabbas to them, but he scourged Jesus, M 
and delivered Him to be crucified.| Mk. has: “ And Pilate, being 
willing to content the multitude, released Barabbas to them ; and 
he delivered Jesus, when he had scourged Him, to be crucified.— 
rov 6€] So Lk. Mk. has cat. Mt. substitutes d¢, as often. 

16, 17. S! 1* 118 209* add "Incody before BapaSSav in v.", and 
"Inootv rev before BapaSfav in v.17, For the reading, see Burkitt’s excellent 
note, Evangelion Da Mepharreshe, ii. 277. The reading was known to 
Origen, who says that it was not found in many copies, forsctan recte ut ne 
nomen Jesu conveniat alicut iniguorum. Origen’s negative testimony, that 
it was found in some copies, and his unwillingness to accept it, is almost 
decisive proof in favour of its genuineness. It is accepted by Burkitt, Zahn, 
Merx. But see WH. 

27-56. From Mk 151641, Mk 1536-28 is omitted by Lk. 
27. Then the soldiers of the governor took Jesus into the Pre-M 
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torium, and gathered to Him all the band.| Mk. has: “ And the 
soldiers led Him away within the court which is the Pretorium, 
and call together all the band.—rére] see on 27.—els 16 rpartapov] 
Mt. dovetails, as often, a twofold phrase of Mk.’s; cf. Intro- 
duction, p. xxv. Mk. has “within the court which is the Pre- 
torium”; “within” as opposed to the space outside the palace 
where the tribunal was set up, v.!9.—avdAzjs] ze. the court in the 
palace of Herod which was used as the Pretorium or residence 
of the governor when he was at Jerusalem; cf. Sanday, Sacred 
Sites, pp. 55 ff.—ovvyyayov] avoiding, as often, Mk.’s hist. pres. 

M 28. And they stripped Him, and put round Him a scarlet cloke.| 
Mk. has: “And they put on Him a purple robe, and put round 
Him.” The “scourging” of v.26 has already implied stripping. 
In Mk. the kat zepiri6éacw has as object the crown of thorns. 
Mt. seems to have supposed that both verbs referred to the robe. 
mepittOns may be used of either object. For orédavoy, cf. Eur. 
Med. 984, and for xAapvda, Sapph. 68. We should expect Mt. to 
omit one verb; cf. Introduction, p. xxiv.1_ But instead he converts 
evoudvoxew into éxdverv, unobservant of the fact that the action 
implied in this verb was unnecessary. He avoids as usual Mk.’s 
hist. presents.—yAapvda koxkivnv| The chlamys was generally a 
military garment, but was worn also by kings. Mk. has zop¢upa. 

Mu 29. And they wove a crown of thorns, and put it on Hts head, 
and a reed in His right hand: and kneeling down before Him, they 
mocked Him, saying, Hail, King of the Jews/, Mk. has: “—having 
woven a crown of thorns, and began to salute Him, Hail, King of 
the Jews.”—BactArcd] see Moulton, p. 71.? 

Mt., having transferred Mk.’s zepircOéacw to the previous clause, 
is obliged to insert a conjunction xai and a new verb éé@yxay, 
and adds éri ris Kehadrs airod. He inserts also xai xddapov ev tH 
deEta avrod, taking the “reed” from Mk v.}°, where it seems point- 
less and out of place. The xat yovureticavres Eurpoobev aitov 
évératéav air is also anticipated from Mk ™ xai ribevres 7a 

yovata mooceKivovy ait. Mt. substitutes yovurernzavres ; cf. 174 
Mk 1% ro7, and changes zpocextvovur into the évéra:fav of Mk v.”°. 

M 30. And they spat upon Him, and took the reed, and beat upon 
His head.| Mk. has: “ And they beat His head with a reed, and 
were spitting on Him.”—éurricartes] Mt. avoids Mk.’s imperfect, 
as often. 

M 81. And when they had mocked Him, they stripped Him of the 
cloke, and put His own garments on Him.| so Mk., with ropdipa 
as in v.17 for xAapvda. 

M And they led Him away to crucify Him.| Mk. has: “ And they 

1 However, &8°2 B D 157 abc ff?q S! do omit wepiéOnxay airy, and have 
wal évédvoay for kal éxdvcavtes. This may be the original text. 

28 AL have 6 Baotkeds=‘‘ Hail you ‘ King’” (Moulton). 
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lead Him out in order that they may crucify Him.”—éjyayor] 
avoiding, as often, Mk.’s hist. pres. Lk. also has amiyayov. 

32. And as they were coming out, they found a man of Cyrene, by M 
name Simon: him they impressed, that he might bear His cross.| 
Mk. has: “And they impress a passer-by, Simon, a Cyrenian, 
coming from the country, the father of Alexander and Rufus, that 
he may bear His cross.” —iyydpevoar] see on 541. Mt. avoids, as 
often, Mk.’s hist. pres. Mt. omits épydpevov am’ aypod= ‘coming 
from work”; cf. Berakhoth 4, perhaps because work would not 
have been possible on the first day of Unleavened Bread. See 
on p. 272. He also omits “the father of Alexander and Rufus” ; 
cf. Introduction, p. xxxvi.—tva dpy tov oravpov airod] cf. Artem. 
Oneir. il. 56: 6 peAAwv aiTd tpoonAotaGat mpdtepov adirov Bacrale, 
and note on 10°8, 

83. And they came to a place called Golgotha, that is (a place) M 
called Skull-place.| Mk. has: ‘And they bring Him to the 
Golgotha-place, that is being interpreted ‘skull’-place.”—éA@ovres 
avoiding, as often, Mk.’s hist. pres. Lk. also has 7A@av.—ToA yoda 

is the Aramaic yndwha=“a skull.” For the dropping of the 
second 5, cf. Dalm. Gram.? p. 166. 

84. And gave Him to drink wine mixed with gall: and He tasted, M 
and would not drink.| Mk. has: “And they were giving Him 
drugged wine: and He did not take it.”—édwxav] aor. for Mk.’s 
imperf., as often.—olvov pera xoAns pepeypévov] for Mk.’s éopupric- 
pevov olvov, probably with reference to Ps 68” édwxav—yodyjy, Kat 
—0déos, and perhaps to avoid Mk.’s rare opupvilev.—otvov] A N al 
have ofos; ff omits. o€os is a further assimilation to the LXX. 

85. And they crucified Him, and divided Hits garments byM 
casting lot.| Mk. has: “And they crucify Him, and divide His 
garments, casting lot over them (to determine) what each should 
take.”—oravpdcavtes—diepepicavto] avoiding, as often, Mk.’s hist. 
presents. For drenepicarto, cf. Ps 211%. 

86. And sitting down they guarded Him there.| Mk. has: E 
“ And it was the third hour, and they crucified Him.” But for 
éoravpwoay, D ff? kn have épvAaccov. Mt. seems to have had this 
in his text of Mk. Mt. seems to have wished to avoid Mk.’s 
difficult third hour; cf. Jn 19!4.—éxe?| Lk. also has this. 

87. And they placed above His head His accusation written, M 
This is Jesus the King of the Jex's.| Mk. has: “ And the inscrip- 
tion of His accusation was written, The King of the Jews.”—otros] 
Lk. also adds this. 

838. Then are crucified with Him two robbers, one at the right M 

hand, and one at the left.| Mk. has: “And they crucify with 
Him two robbers, one at (His) right hand, and one at His left.”— 
atavpovvra| hist. pres., contrary to Mt.’s custom. Passive for 
active, see Introduction, p. xxiii. 
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M 39. And the passers-by were blaspheming Him, shaking their 
heads.| so Mk. Cf. La 215, 

M 40. And saying, Thou destroyer of the temple, and builder (of it) 
in three days, save Thyself. If Thou art the Son of God, come down 
Jrom the cross.| Mk. has: ‘Ah, Thou destroyer of the Temple, 
and builder of it in three days, save Thyself by coming down from 
the cross.”—6 xatadiwy] See Moulton, p. 127, who translates 
“you would-be destroyer.”—ei vids «2 tod Geo] Lk. also has ei 
ovrds éotiv 6 Xpiotos Tov Heod, 

M 41. Likewise also the chief priests mocking with the scribes and 
elders, said.| Mk. has: “ Likewise also the chief priests mocking 
to one another with the scribes, said.” For the insertion @f «ai 
mpecButépwy, cf. vv.1% 20, 

M 42. Others He saved; Himself He cannot save. He ts livaels 
king. Let Him come down now from the cross, and we will believe 
upon Him.| Mk. has: “Others He saved; Himself He cannot 
save. Let the Anointed, the King of Israel, come down now from 
the cross, that we may see and believe.”—morevoouev] Mk. has 
two verbs; cf. Introduction, p. xxv. 

Mt. here adds: 
E 43. He trusted in God; let Him deliver Him now, tf He destres 

Him: for He said, I am the Son of God.| The first clause is 
similar to Ps 219 Amie ert Kipiov prodchw aitdv.— dru Gere 
airév. The second is an allusion to Wis 238 ei yap éorw 6 
Sikaos vids Oeov—pioerac aitov. The verse is probably due to 
the editor. 

M 44. Likewise also the robbers who were crucified with Him, 
were reviling Him.| Mk. has: “And they who were being crucified 
with Him, were reviling Him.” 

M 48. And from the sixth hour there was darkness over all the 
land unto the ninth hour.) Mk. has: “And when it was the 
sixth hour, there was darkness over the whole land unto the ninth 
hour.”—yy] may mean “earth”; so in Mk 1327-8! (where, however, 
the contrast with heaven requires it) 21°, But here there is 
nothing to suggest that it means more than “land of Israel”; 
cf. Ev. Peter 5, oxoros xatéoye magav tiv ‘Iovdaiay, and Ex 10% 
eyeveTo oKOTOS ert Tacav ynv Aiyvrrou. 

M 46. And about the ninth hour Jesus called out in a loud voice, 
saying, Ele, Elet, lema Sabagthant? that is, My God, My God, why 
didst Thou forsake Me?| Mk. has: “ And at the ninth hour Jesus 
called out in a loud voice, Eloi, Eloi, lama Sabagthani, which is 
being interpreted, My God, My God, why didst Thou forsake 
Me?” —are‘] Mt. hebraises Mk.’s éAwé with reference to Ps 221. 
"EAwi is the Aramaic TON, the w for a being due to the influence 

of the Hebrew mR; see "Dalm. Gram? p 156. Mk.’s Aaua (BD) 
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also shows reminiscence of the Hebrew. Mt. and Mk. (x C L) 
have the Aramaic Aeua; see Dalm. p. 221.—cafBayGavet] is the 
Aramaic npaw. The e, as in paBPel, is to be pronounced €; see 

Dalm. p. 147, Anm. 4. Ps 22! runs ‘3naty nod by sb. The 

words as uttered in Aramaic would be ‘3npaw xd nbs nbs. Mk. 
has slightly Hebraised in éAwi, Mt. entirely in 7Ae/, Mk. also in 
awd. D in Mk. has Cap@dve, which may be a further assimilation 
to the Hebrew, and represent ‘ynary, since D seems to assimilate 
the whole verse to the Hebrew reading, 7Ai 7At Aapa Cadpbav. Lk. 
omits the whole verse.—6eé] Mk. has 6 @eds. For the vocative 
case, see Blass, p. 87. Ps 21? has 6 Oeds 6 Geds pov—iva ti 
éyxatéAurés pe. Mk. has 6 Oeds pov 6 Geds poveis ti. Mt. Océ pov be€ 
pov va tt. Mt. assimilates Mk.’s eis ré to the LXX.—éyxarédures] 
D in Mk. has @veidioas, probably to soften the harshness of the 
idea of Christ’s entire abandonment by God. 

47. And some of those who stood there heard, and said that HeM 
calls Elias.| Mk. has: “ And certain of the bystanders heard, 
and said, Lo, He calls Elias.” Mt.’s change of Mk.’s €Aw¢ into the 
Hebrew 7Ae¢ may be due to the fact that the latter sounds more 
like Elias than the former in Greek, though not in Hebrew. The 
bystanders were probably Jews. ‘n’x=my God, might be inten- 
tionally perverted into mx = Elijah, by a Jew. See Gould. 

48. And immediately one of them ran, and took a sponge, and M 
filled it with vinegar, and put it on a reed, and gave Him to drink. | 
Mk. has: “ And one ran and filled a sponge with vinegar, and put 
it on a reed, and gave Him to drink.”—xai eiOéws dpaydv] Mk. 
has dpapwv dé 71s. We should expect the position to be reversed. 
D has kai dpapov efs kal tAjoas in Mk. Mt. probably had this in 
his copy of Mk.—zAnoas te] Mk. never has re. It occurs again 
in Mt 2210 2812, Mk.’s ris or els is vague. Was it one of the 
guards, or a Jewish onlooker? The latter is not impossible. 
Mt., by adding é& atréyv, probably interprets of the Jewish by- 
standers. 

49. And the rest said, Stay, let us see whether Elias ts coming toM 
save Him.| Mk. has: ‘Saying, Let us see whether Elias is coming 
to take Him down.” In Mk. it is the offerer of the vinegar who, as 
he gave the Lord to drink, said, ‘‘ Let us see,” etc. But Mt. infers 
from the plural iéwuev that it was not the offerer of the vinegar, but 
the bystanders who said, “Let us see.” He therefore substitutes 
for A€ywv, of Sé Aourol elrav, changes “Adere into ddes, “ And the 
rest said, Stay” (ze. “do not relieve Him”), and changes xaedciy 
airov into cdécwv. ‘Let us see if Elias will come to His assist- 
ance.” For Mk.’s ddere iSwpev, cf. Mt 74,—odowv] For the rare 
fut. part., see Blass, p. 37. See also Moulton, p. 356 n. 

50. And Jesus, again having cried with a loud voice, gave up the M 
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spirit.| Mk. has: “ And Jesus, having uttered a loud cry, expired.” 
—xpagas] Mk. has dels. Mt. takes this verb, and adding ro 
mvevdua, substitutes it for Mk.’s egérvevoev, possibly to emphasise the 
voluntariness of Christ’s death; cf. Jn 199% For aqguévar 75 rvevpa, 
cf. ddbtévat tHv Wuxynv, Gn 3538. For aguévar dwvyv, cf. Gn 452. 

M 651. And behold the veil of the Temple was rent from the top to 
the bottom into two.| Mk. has: ‘ And the veil of the Temple was 
rent into two from the top to the bottom.”—idov] See on 12°,— 
70 Kataréracpa Tov vaov| Jerome says that the Gospel according to 
the Hebrews had superliminare for xataréracua. ‘In Evangelio 
cujus szpe fecimus mentionem superliminare templi infinite 
magnitudinis fractum esse atque divisum legimus,” Zz Joc. “In 
Evangelio autem quod Hebraicis literis scriptum est legimus non 
velum templi scissum sed superliminare templi mire magnitudinis 
corruisse,” Ep. 120. 8. Jos. Wars, vi. 299, records, amongst other 
portents that preceded the fall of Jerusalem, the following: “ At 
that feast which we call Pentecost . . . the priests felt a quaking, 
and heard a great noise; and after that heard a sound as of a 
great multitude, saying, ‘Let us depart hence.’” In B. Joma 39° it 
is said that, amongst other signs which happened forty years before 
the destruction of the Temple, ‘‘the doors of the Temple opened 
of themselves until Rabbi Jochanan ben Zaccai rebuked them, 
saying, ‘O Temple, Temple! Why troublest thou thyself? I 
know that thy end is near.’” Zahn may be right in suggesting 
that all these accounts are reminiscences of an event that happened 
at the porch of the Temple at the period of the crucifixion. A 
cleavage in the masonry of the porch, which rent the outer veil 
and left the Holy Place open to view, would account for the 
language of the Gospels, of Josephus, and of the Talmud. 

Mt. here adds: 
P 52, 53. And the earth was shaken, and the rocks were rent ; 

and the tombs were opened, and many bodies of the saints that 
had fallen asleep arose, and came out of the tombs after His 
resurrection ; and entered into the Holy City, and were made 
manifest to many.| The passage probably comes from Mt.’s cycle 
of Palestinian traditions. The cause of the rending of the veil was 
an earthquake, which also exposed the bodies of the dead by 
laying bare their graves. These dead saints, whose rest was so 
rudely shattered, appeared to many in the city. Mt. adds this 
account to the Marcan record, but interpolates a clause which is 

inconsistent with the obvious meaning of the tradition. If Christ 
was the first-fruits of them that slept, how could His resurrection 
have been preceded by that of these saints? Under the influence 
of some such idea the editor adds the caution, “after His resurrec- 
tion.” Or had his authority, “ After their resurrection” ; and did he 
by mistake or purposely alter “ their” to “ His” ?—é€yepovs] occurs 
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only here in N.T.—rnv dyiav rédw] cf. 45.—evepavicOncay] only 
here in Mt. On the verb as signifying a visible manifestation, see 
Abbott, Johannine Vocabulary,1716n. Cf. Buddhist and Christian 
Gospels, p. 189: “When the Lord entered into Nirvana, a great 
earthquake, terrific and tremendous, accompanied His entry into 
Nirvana.” 

54. And the centurion, and they who were guarding Jesus with M 
him, when they saw the earthquake, and the things which happened, 
feared exceedingly, saying, Truly this was a Son of God.| Mk. 
has: ‘‘ And the centurion, who stood by over against Him, seeing 
that He so expired, said, Truly this man was a Son of God.” 
—é€xardvrapxos|] Mk. has xevtupiwv (also vv.4* #5), which does not 
occur elsewhere in the N.T. éxardvrapxos (ys) occurs some twenty- 
two times in the LXX. Lk. also has éxarovrapyns, and 16 yevopevov 
=Mt.’s ra yevdpeva.—xai ot per’ adrod, x.7..] Mt. seems to have 
regarded Mk.’s 6 wapeoryxas é€ évavtias aitrod as an unnecessary 
tautology, and to have substituted “and those who,” etc.—idovres 
TOV ceo p.ov | Mk. has: ore otrws éfervevoeyv (D: ovtws airov 

xpégavra, referring the otrws to the ‘loud cry”). Mt. links on to 
his interpolated verses by substituting rov cewpov Kal Ta ywopeva. 
—6c03 vids] The centurion, who may well have known that Jesus 
was popularly understood to claim to be the Son of God, expresses 
his conviction that the circumstance of His death pointed to the 
reality of the claim. 

55. And there were there many women beholding from far off, M 
who followed Jesus from (ralilee, ministering to Him.| Mk. has: 
“And there were also women beholding from far off,—who when 
He was in Galilee were following Him and ministering to Him,— 
and many others who came up with Him to Jerusalem.” Mt. 
condenses Mk.’s prolix account, apparently omitting the last clause, 
but really incorporating it by inserting roAda/ after yuvatkes, and 
substituting dad for év, and airwes for ai—jxodovGyoav] Aor., 
as often, for Mk.’s imperfect.—aa6 rjs TaAtAaias} So Lk. 

56. Amongst whom were Mary of Magdala, and Mary theM 
mother of James and Joseph, and the mother of the sons of Zebedee. | 
Mk. has: “ Amongst whom were Mary of Magdala, and Mary the 
mother of James the little and of Joses, and Salome.” The 
Sinaitic Syriac renders in both Gospels, ‘‘Mary the daughter of 
James”; and so Wellhausen. Mt. apparently identified Salome as 
the wife of Zebedee. 

57. And when it was evening, there came a rich man of M 
Arimathea, named Joseph, who also himself was a disciple of Jesus.| 
Mk. has: “And when it was now evening, since it was the 
preparation, ze. the Friday, there came Joseph of Arimathza, 

1 Add to reff. on 4°, Is 48? 521, and cf. 7 lepd wéds, Philo, De Somnits, 37 
(i. 691), 7 lepowdds, Legatio ad Caium, 36 (ii. 587), 38 (ii. 590), 43 (ii. 596). 
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a wealthy councillor, who also himself was awaiting the kingdom 
of God.”—éyias d¢] for kai dyias, as often. Mt. omits Mk.’s note 
of time. The éei 4v mapacxevy in Mk.’s source probably referred 
to the eve of the Passover and of the Sabbath, which in this year 
probably coincided. Mk., who has identified the last supper with 
the Passover meal, omits very probably a reference to the Passover, 
and defines wapacxevy as being the day before the Sabbath. 
Jn 19! is aware that the day of crucifixion was the eve of the 
Passover, rapackevi) Tov tacxa. See p. 271.—mAovovos] for Mk.’s 
evoxnpwv Bovdevtys. Mt. may have had in mind Is 539 xai rovs 
tovolovs avril tod Pavdrov.—éuabyrev6y| see on 13°%.—rodvopa] 
Lk. also has événart. See Hastings, DCG i. p. goz. 

M 58. He came to Pilate, and asked for the body of Jesus. Then 
Pilate commanded it to be given.} Mk. has: “ Having dared, he 
went in to Pilate, and asked for the body of Jesus; and Pilate 
wondered whether He were already dead; and having called the 
centurion, asked him whether He were already dead. And 
having ascertained it from the centurion, he granted the corpse to 
Joseph.” Mt. and Lk. seem to have preferred to omit Pilate’s 
doubt about Christ’s.death, and to have consciously avoided Mk.’s 
(v.45) rrGpa. Lk. also has otros rpocedOaiv. 

M 59. And Joseph took the body, and wrapped it in a clean 
linen cloth.) Mk. has: “And he bought a linen cloth, and 
taking Him down, he swathed Him in the linen cloth.” Mt. 
omits the purchase of the cloth, cf. p. 272, and adds xa@apa. 
—éevert\ucev] Mk. has évetAnoev. Lk. agrees with Mt. Cf. 
Abbott (Corrections of Mark, 520f.; Johannine Vocabulary, 
1866, Additional Note), who gives examples of the rare word 
evtvAicoev. 

M 60. And laid tt in his new tomb, which he hewed out in the 
rock: and having rolled a great stone to the door of the tomb, de- 
parted.| Mk. has: “And placed Him in a tomb, which was hewn 
out of rock, and rolled a stone against the door of the tomb.” Mt. 
adds xaw4, z.e. “unused.” For the custom of using a great roll- 
stone like a millstone to close the entrance of the graves of 
wealthy men, see the interesting note and illustrations of Merx on 
Ekes35* 

M 61. And there were there Mary of Magdala, and the other 
Mary, sitting over against the tomb.| Mk. has: “ And Mary of 
Magdala and Mary (mother) of Joses were seeing where He was 
laid.” — addy M.] cf. v.56. Mk. has Mapéa 77 ’Iwojros, which Well- 
hausen translates ‘the daughter of Joses.” For Mt.’s insertion of 
éxet, cf. v.59. 

46. 7rel, mel or HAL, most MSS S? latt; éAwel, B; dAwl, N. Nand B 
assimilate to Mk. 

Aeud] NBL 33 ff g's Awd, AK a/fq; Aaud (so in Mk. BD) D1 bh, 
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Bothin Mt. and Mk. Xeud is best attested. Mt. seems to have hebraised in 
mde. D in both Gospels hebraises the whole clause. 

49. At the end of this verse the words: dAXos 5¢ AaBwv Adyxnv Evutev 
avrod Thy mevpay Kal €£7Oev Vowp cal alua, are added by N BCLUI' 5 48 
67 115 127". The words seem to be a gloss derived from Jn 19*4 inserted by 
some one whose memory was recalled to Jn 19* by the els é€ atrGy of the last 
verse. In spite of their strong attestation, the fact that the next verse begins 
with 6 5é "Incods wddw xpdéas, and the contradiction, in fact, between the 
statement made by the verse as here placed and the Fourth Gospel, has 
served to check the transmission of the words by later copyists. The clause 
is omitted by A D a/ S! latt. 

52. rdv aylwv] S! has ‘‘ the righteous” =rév dixalwy. 
56. 7 700 “IlaxaéBov xal’Iwonp unrnp] S! has: ‘‘ daughter of James and 

mother of Joseph”; and so in Mk 15 ‘‘ daughter of James the little, the 
mother of Joseph,” and Mk 15 ‘‘the daughter of James.” In the latter 
place "Iwofjros or Iwoyp is the reading of most MSS. __D ff? nq and S! have 
‘‘ofJames.” Itseemsclear, however, that in Mk 15, Mk. intended to describe 
Mary as “‘the mother of James and Joseph.” In v.*? he writes the ambiguous 
7 ‘Iwojros, which to a Semitic translator would naturally suggest ‘‘ daughter of 
Joses.” Yet Mk. himself can hardly have intended to suggest a different 
Mary from her of v.*, and his slovenly 7 "Iwajros must be taken to mean 
‘‘mother of Joses.” S}, translating daughter in accordance with Semitic 
usage, has seen the difficulty of describing this Mary in v.“ as ‘‘ mother” and 
in v.47 as ‘‘ daughter” of Joses, and has therefore assimilated to v.*° by sub- 
stituting ‘‘James” for ‘‘Joseph” in v.‘7. D and the Latin versions have 
apparently been influenced by the Syriac in this substitution, or may have 
made the change independently to assimilate to v.®, 

62-66. Mt. here inserts vv.®-®, 
And on the morrow, which is after the Preparation, there were P 

gathered together the chief priests and the Pharisees to Pilate, saying, 
Lord, we remembered that that deceiver said, whilst yet alive, After 
three days I rise again. Command therefore that the grave be 
made secure until the third day, lest His disciples come and steal 
fim, and say to the people, He is risen from the dead: and the last 
deception shall be worse than the first. Pilate said to them, Take a 
guard: go, make as secure as you can. And they went, and secured 
the grave (having sealed the stone) with the guard.|—r7 dé éravpiov 
Hrs €otl pera tiv TapacKevyy] is a very paraphrastic expression for 
“the morrow.” According to Mt.’s reckoning, this would be the 
Sabbath, since the crucifixion took place on the Friday following 
the Passover. Why does he not say simply “on the morrow” or 
**on the Sabbath”? He may have omitted Mk.’s note of time 
(152), because he felt that Mk.’s éweé was inexplicable. Thé 
burial with the prior arrangements can hardly have been com- 
pleted before the Sabbath entered, and “since it was the prepara- 
tion” seems therefore to be unmotived. He may also have felt 
that the action of the authorities in effecting the sealing and guard- 
ing of the grave was an unlikely course for them to have taken on 
the Sabbath, and to have avoided therefore the direct “on the 
Sabbath.” But having written “on the morrow,” he seems to 
have been unwilling to omit altogether Mk.’s definition of time 
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in 1542, and to have added ‘which is after the Sabbath” by way of 
compensation. For a similar case, where, after omitting a clause 
from Mk. he inserts it later in his narrative, cf. obdé daexptvato, 
2712,_oi Papicaior] See Introduction, pp. Ixxviii f. 

pera Tpets Nuépas.] Since Mt. corrects this phrase where it 
occurs in Mk. into rq tpiry jpépa, see on 16%, it is strange to 
find it here. 

kovotwoia] a Latin word. It occurs in a letter from Alexandria 
of A.D. 22, Ox. Pap. ii. ccxciv, 1. 20, of certain people who were 
év kooTwoeia = “in prison.” 

64. ol padyral (avrod)] add vuxrés, F G al SS}. Om. 8 ABD a/latt. 

XXVIII. 1-8. From Mk 16!*, 
M 1. And after the Sabbath, at the dawning towards the first (day) 

of the week, came Mary of Magdala and the other Mary to see the 
grave.| Mk. has: “And when the Sabbath was over, Mary of 
Magdala and Mary the (mother) of James, and Salome, bought 
perfumes that they might come and anoint Him. And very early 
on the first (day) of the week, they come to the tomb when the sun 
had risen.”—éyé 6 cafBdrwv| seems to correspond to Mk.’s 
duayevopevov Tov caBBarov. But whereas Mk. goes on to record 
something which happened on the evening after the close of the 
Sabbath, Mt. omits this, and passes on to the event of the next 
morning. His 6Wé cafBarwv is therefore pointless and neglig- 
ible. He seems to have wished to omit the “ purchase,” but not 
to have cared to pass over the note of time attached to it. Cf. 
his omission of the ‘ purchase,” Mk 154%. For éwé caSPdrwv in 
the sense of “late on the Sabbath”=“‘ after the Sabbath,” cf. 
Blass, p. 97; Moulton, p. 72; Zahn, i Joc.; and Dalm. Gram.? p. 
247, Anm. 2. It is, however, very difficult to believe that we caf- 
Barwy can mean anything else than either ‘as the Sabbath ended,” 
or “when it had ended,” “2. “on the evening after the Sabbath 
had drawn to a close,” which is exactly what the parallel phrase in 
Mk. means; cf. Dalm. Zc. Anm. 4. And yet this meaning is 
inconsistent with the context ; forr7 émupwcxovton eis play caBBatov 
corresponds to Mk.’s Alay rpwi TH pa Tov caBdtwv—dyvartethayTos 
Tov 7Adov, and clearly means “at or about sunrise on Sunday 
morning.” In other words, Mt. by omitting Mk.’s reference to 
the purchase of perfumes has combined two entirely inconsistent 
notes of time. Of course, Mt.’s two notes of time will be in 
harmony if we suppose that he wishes to correct Mk. and to place 
the visit of the women to the grave on the Saturday evening. In 
that case TH érufwoxovon means “as the Sabbath was passing into 
the first day of the week,” ze. ‘‘on Saturday evening.” This is the 
meaning which émddécxew has in Lk 2354 “the Sabbath was 
beginning,” ze. not Saturday morning, but Friday evening. The 
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Aram. ‘73) means both “dawn” and “the beginning of the 
technical day,” z.e. “evening.” See the note of Merx on Lk 23%. 
But it is very difficult to think that Mt. has consciously abandoned 
Mk.’s reckoning of the appearance of the angels at dawn on 
Sunday to the women, and has placed it on the Saturday evening. 
However, Mk.’s Alay rpwi rH pd tov caBBarwv—dvareiAavtos TOU 

nAdov is itself difficult (see Swete). It is possible that Mt. believed 
that the appearance of the angels to the women took place on 
Saturday evening, and that he has substituted therefore for Mk.’s 
Alav mpwi, x.t.A., a technical Jewish phrase which expresses the 
time on Saturday evening when the Sabbath was ending or 
had just ended. On the whole this seems the easiest view 
of the matter. Mk.’s chronology will be here, as in 14!-2, 
due to misunderstanding of his Aramaic authority. See on 
Lk 23, 

Gewpjoa tov tapov] The motive given by Mk., iva eAotoa 
aXcipwow avrov, must be changed by Mt. after the insertion of 27°68, 
The sealing of the tomb and the setting of the guard made it 
impossible for the women to suppose that they could find access 
to the tomb. QOewpyaa: is a reminiscence of the omitted clause, 
Mk 157%. 

2-4. And, behold, there was a great earthquake: for an angel of E 
the Lord descended from heaven, and came and rolled away the stone, 
and sat upon it. His appearance was as lightning, and his raiment 
white as snow: and from fear of him the guards were dismayed, 
and became as dead men.| Mk. is quite different. Mt., who has 
inserted the account of the sealing of the tomb and the setting of 
the guard, could hardly follow Mk. here in his record that the 
women expected to obtain access to the tomb, and thought that 
the stone would be the only obstacle. They came to see the 
tomb only. Mk wv.?> have to fall out.—idov] see on 17°.—ceo- 
pos] cf. the earthquake, 275!.—zpoceAOuv] see on 4°.—dorpary] 
cf. Dn 10%, and note on 17%—ds xv! cf. Is 118, Dn 7% 
(Th.) cat 7d &vdupa aitod wot yuov Aevxdv, Mt 17? D S? latt, 
Rev 114. See Hastings, DCG i. p. 504. 

5. And the angel answered and said to the women, Fear ye not: M 
for I know that ye seek Jesus the crucified.| Mk. has: “And he 
saith to them, Be not amazed; ye seek Jesus, the Nazarene, the 
crucified.” 

6. He ts not here: for He is risen, even as He said. Come, seeM 
the place where He lay.| Mk. has: “He is risen; He is not here: 
lo the place where they laid Him.”—xa6ws eirev] Mt. anticipates 
this clause from Mk v.’, where he has reason for substituting idod 
eizov tyiv. See below. 

Cf. also Mk 93 A D® a/ latt S!, Secrets of Enoch 1° ‘Their hands 
whiter than snow,” Zvoch 106%? ‘‘his body was whiter than snow.” 
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3. Aevxdvy] Om. S! c ff! gl 4, 
6. ékerro) Add 6 xtpios, AC Dal. Omit & B 33 S! e.—6 xvpios] is not 

used in direct narrative of Christ in this Gospel, and is, no doubt, not genuine 
here.—elzev] S} adds ‘‘to you” (fem.), a manifest error of translation. 

M 7%. And go} quickly, and tell His disciples that He ts risen from 
the dead; and, behold, He goes before you into Galilee; there ye 
shall see Him: behold, I told you.| Mk. has: “But go, tell His 
disciples and Peter that He goes before you into Galilee. There ye 
shall see Him, even as He told you.” Mt. omits xait@ Hérpw. See 
below.—idod efzov tyuiv] Mt. interprets rots pabyrais adrod of the 
larger body of Christ’s disciples to whom Christ had not spoken 
these words. See below. 

M 8. And they went away quickly from the tomb with fear 
and great joy; and ran to bring His disciples word.| Mk. has: 
‘And they went out, and fled from the tomb; for fear and 
amazement possessed them: and they told no one anything; 
for they were afraid.” With these words our Mk. ends. See 
Swete. 

Attempts have recently been made? to show that Mt 289-20 
preserves in part the lost ending of Mk.’s Gospel. 2811-45, no 
doubt, formed no part of it, for this section is the sequel of 2752-66, 
which is an interpolation into Mk., and like it, no doubt, came 
from a non-Marcan source. But it is urged that in 28910 16-20 we 
have a portion of Mk.’s lost ending edited by the author of the 
first Gospel. The argument rests (1) upon the probability that 
Mk. contained just such a narrative as we have recorded in 
Mt 28910. 16-20) which supplies the fulfilment of the promise, 
Mk 167; (2) upon some points in Mt.’s narrative which suggest 
that he is editing an earlier account. 

£.g. (a) Mk 167 has rots paOytats atrod cai to Ilerpw. This 
suggests that there was to bea special appearance to Peter, and 
possibly that rots pafyrats indicates not the “Eleven,” but the 
larger body of Christ’s disciples. If Mt., for reasons indicated 
below, proposed to omit this appearance to Peter, it is natural that 
he should omit 7 Ilérpw here. 

(4) Mk 168 says that the women “told no one, for they were 
afraid.” It is very natural that this should have been followed by 
an appearance to them of Christ dispelling their fear and repeating 
the angel’s message. Mt. alters ‘‘and told no one,” etc., into 
“ran to tell His disciples.” Consequently the appearance of 
Christ, vv.%!9, repeating the angel’s message is quite unmotived. 
It would seem that Mt. has found Mk.’s ovdevi oddev efray difficult, 
and has altered it, and then has continued with the appearance of 

1 ropever Oat for Mk’s trdyew. See on 21}. 
*Cf. especially Torkild Skat Rérdam (Zhe lost end of Mark's Gospel, 

Hibbert Journal, July 1905), to whom I am indebted for much that follows. 
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Christ without noticing that the clause “they told no one,” etc., is 
necessary to explain the appearance. 

(c) The 76 dpos of Mt 28!% is unexplained in Mt. If in Mk. 
there stood an account of Christ’s appearance to Peter (Mk 167) 
and the Eleven, at the latter of which He again bade them go to 
Galilee, and appointed a mountain as a meeting-place, it would be 
adequately accounted for. In that case Mk 168 must have been 
followed by narratives which recorded that the women brought 
Christ’s message to the disciples, that the disciples disbelieved, 
and that, therefore, Christ Himself appeared to them and probably 
also to Peter. Why, then, has Mt. omitted all this? For the 
same reasons that have caused him to make the alterations of 
Mk.’s statements about the Twelve which are tabulated in Intro- 
duction, p. xxxiii f. 

(dz) In Mt 2817 we read that “when they saw Him they 
worshipped. But some doubted.” Who are the some? Hardly 
some of the Eleven. It is inconceivable that Mt. should end his 
Gospel leaving his readers with the impression that some of the 
Eleven doubted the fact of Christ’s resurrection. The of pre- 
supposes a larger gathering than the Eleven only. But Mt. says 
distinctly of évdexa pa@yrait. Yes; but this does not preclude 
the possibility, even in the editor's mind, that others were 
present. If in his source an appearance to the Eleven 
immediately preceded, which he has omitted, it is not un- 
natural that he should say that the Eleven went to Galilee, and 
there they and others met Christ at the appointed place of 
gathering. 

These suggestions seem to make it possible that the Mk. 
which Mt. had before him contained after v.8 words corresponding 
to Mt 28°%!9 then a statement that the disciples disbelieved the 
message of the women; and that, therefore, Christ appeared to 
Peter and to the Eleven, repeating the command to go to Galilee, 
and appointing a mountain as a place of meeting; lastly, a 
narrative corresponding to Mt 281620. The whole of Mt 28%10 
might be Marcan so far as language goes, except, perhaps, xat 
idov (idov occurs in Mk. only in sayings, not in narrative), and 
tore, Which never occurs in Mk. in narrative. For trjvrncer, cf. 
Mk 52; for wpoceAPotoa, cf. Mk 15! 695 ro? 12% 14% 45; for 
exparnoav, cf. (of the hand, but gen., not acc.) Mk 1°! 54! g?7; 
for zpooexivnoay, cf. Mk 5§15)% But rpooépyeobar and rpockuveiv 
are so characteristic of Mt., that, like «at idov and tore, they may 
be due to Mt.’s editorial revision. How much of Mt 281620 stood 
in Mk. cannot, of course, be determined with any precision. oi 
dé edexa palyrai seems to have been transferred here by the 
editor from the narrative which preceded in Mk. zopeveoGat 
occurs only in Mk 9°? (B* D), and in Mt. twenty-eight times. It 
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is therefore probably editorial. of never occurs in Mk. rtaccopost 
never occurs in Mk., and in Mt. only here in this sense. 
dicrafw does not occur in Mk., and in Mt. only again 14%. 
mpookuveiy may be editorial. paOyrevew is probably editorial. 
mavta Ta €Ovn is probably Marcan, cf. Mk 131% rypety may be 
Marcan, cf. Mk 7% So may évereAdunv, Mk 10% 1334 On 
the other hand, xat idov is probably and éws tis curtedcias 
Tov ai@vos certainly editorial See on 13°% It is true that 
vv.910. 16-20 contain no phrase that is characteristically Marcan. 
We should expect to find in a narrative section like this «dts, 
an historic present, an imperfect or some other characteristic 
of Mk.’s style. But still this is not decisive. If, e.g., Mk.’s Gospel 
were lost from 1541, we should feel doubtful whether Mt 2757-61 
were based on Mk. These verses contain no characteristically 
Marcan phrases, whilst éuaOynre’Oy, mpooeAOdv, tore are all 
Matthean. This is probably due to the fact that the section in 
Mk. has few of his most characteristic phrases, though now that 
we have it before us we can specify the following as finding 
analogies in his language: 76 dias yevoperys, cf. 6°°@ 8? 11H; 
hv mpoodexopevos, Mk. has jv with a participle 16 times, Mt. only 
6, of which 4 are from Mk. ; the repetition of ei dn réOvykev 3 Hv 
AeAatrounuevov ; and the imperfect éfewpovr. Indeed, the test of 
language is so indecisive that we might pick at random sections 
which Mt. has borrowed from Mk., e.g. 124659 823-27, of which we 
could not be sure that Mk. was the source, if the corresponding 
sections of his Gospel had been lost. It must, therefore, remain 
as a possible inference, on the grounds stated above, that 
Mt 289-10. 15-20 are based on verses which originally stood at the 
end of Mk.’s Gospel. If this were not the case, it is possible that 
vv.!6-20 are an editorial epilogue to the Gospel. A parallel may 
perhaps be found in 25°!-46 if this is a Christian homily based 
quite possibly on traditional sayings of Christ, placed at the end 
of the great discourse, 24*-25%°, as a suitable peroration to the 
speech. In this case vv.18-20 may be based on sayings from the 
Logia or other sources. 

M? 9. And, behold, Jesus met them, saying, Hail. And they came 
and held His feet, and worshipped Him.|—For kat idov, see on 
120._poceAOotca] See on 4°.—éxparncav] See on v.8. In 
Mk. xparety is used with “hand” in the genitive as the object 
three times, 13! 541 927, and so Mt 9% Elsewhere it takes the 
accusative ; so 12)! of an animal in a pit, 145 2148 26% 48-50. 55. 57 
of the seizure of arrest, and 188 of a creditor seizing hold of his 
debtor.—pocxvveiv] See on 2%. 

M? 10. Then saith Jesus to them, Fear not: go tell My brethren, 
that they go into Galilee, and there they shall see Me.|—rére] See 
on 27,—rois adeAgpois pov] Is this to be understood as referring 
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to Christ’s brethren in the literal sense, or to His spiritual brethren, 
“the disciples” of v.7? Cf. 12%. 

11. Mt. here adds vy.1!-15, the sequel of 27°, and, no doubt, 
from the same source. 

1l. And as they were going, behold certain of the guard came P 
into the city, and told to the chief priests all that had happened.| 
—idov] See on 27,—xovotwdia] See on 27%. 

12. And being gathered together with the elders, and having P 
taken counsel.|\—ovpBovdov te AaBdvres] See on 12%. 

18. They gave much money to the soldiers, saying, Say that His P 
disciples came by night and stole Him while we were sleeping.\— 
ixava] only here in this sense in Mt.; cf. Mk 10%. It is common 
in the Acts. For the tradition as to the theft of the body, cf. 
Tert. de Spec. 30: “ This is He whom His disciples secretly stole 
away, or the gardener took away that his lettuces might not be 
injured by the crowds of visitors.” Still earlier, Just. Mart. (Dial. 
c. Trypho, 108) speaks of the statements put forward by the Jews 
that the disciples had stolen the body of Christ. 

14. And if it be heard before the governor, we will appease him, P 
and make you secure. | 

15. And they took the money, and did as they were instructed: P 
and this account was noised abroad among the Jews until this day.] 
—brapypilery] Cf. o*!, Mk 1®. 

16. And the eleven disciples went to Galilee, to the mountain MP 

where Jesus appointed to them.] 
17. And when they saw Him, they worshipped; but someM? 

doubted.|—npooxvvetv] See on 2%,—oi dé] “Some,” not of the 
Eleven, but of others who were present. The proper contrast to 
“ doubted” would be “believed”; but Mt. is aware that the Eleven 
had already seen Christ in Jerusalem, where their doubts were 
dispelled. See on 27%. For divordfev, cf. 14%). 

18. And Jesus came and spake to them, saying, All power was MP 
given to Me in heaven and upon earth.|\—mpooe\Guv] See on 4°. 
—édd0n] See on 1177; and cf. Dn 7™*. 

19. Go therefore, make disciples of all the nations, baptizing them MP 
into the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.) 
—pabyrevew] See on 135%.—avra 7a é6v7] is due to Mt.’s source 
(Mark ?); cf. Mk 131%. Bazrifev in the New Testament describes 
a ceremonial process of the application of water (whether by 
immersion or affusion?) to persons. The rite thus termed pre- 
supposes a good deal that is not always expressed. 

(a) The person baptized has repented of his sins, and baptism 
implies the consequent forgiveness of them; Ac 2°. 

(6) Baptism also implies belief in Christ. The person baptized 
expressed this belief, and was regarded after baptism as a disciple 
of Christ. 

20 
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(c) In connection with baptism we find two expressions, “in 
the name of Christ”— Ac 2°8 1o‘8—and “into the name of 
Christ”—Ac 19°. These are not identical in meaning. 

“In the name of Christ” probably implies the fact that the 
person baptized had expressed his belief in Christ, and his wish to 
be Christ’s disciple, and that the name of Christ was uttered over 
him, symbolising the fact that as a result of the ceremony he had 
become a disciple of Christ. The phrase thus describes a part of 
the procedure of the baptismal ceremony. 

“Into the name of Christ,” on the other hand, lays stress on 
the result of the ceremony. The person baptized became ‘into 
the name of Christ,” z.e. became His disciple, ze. entered into a 
state of allegiance to Him and of fellowship with Him.} 

“ Baptizing them into the name of the Father, and of the Son, 
and of the Holy Spirit” means, therefore, “‘ causing them to submit 
to a rite which results in their becoming disciples of, and confers 
upon them fellowship with, Father, Son, and Holy Spirit.” 

The remarkable fact that here only in the New Testament 
do we get the Triune Name used in connection with baptism, can 
be easily misunderstood. Elsewhere we have only the name of 
Christ. It is urged that a series of passages in the New Testament 
are most reasonably explained, if the writers were acquainted with 
the tradition that Christ Himself had sanctioned the use of the 
Threefold Name in connection with baptism. But, on the other 
hand, it is equally difficult to believe that if the tradition as 
recorded here by Mt. had been widely known in the time of S. 
Paul, and had been interpreted as a direction of Christ as to the 
exact form of words to be used in baptism, we should find several 
references to baptism in or into the name of Christ, and none 
in or into the Threefold Name. Nevertheless, the conclusion 
that the formula as here recorded marks a developed and late 
stage of doctrinal belief and ecclesiastical practice, is unjustified. 
The phrase may already have stood in the lost ending of Mk. ; but 
even if we suppose that Mk.’s ending contained a reference to 
baptism in or into Christ’s name, or no clause about baptism at 
all, and if the connection of baptism with the Threefold Name is 
due to the editor, yet the conception Father, Son, and Holy Spirit 
is clearly as ancient as the Christian Society itself. For S. Paul, 
cf, 1Co 12**, 2 Co 13%*; for S. Peter, 1 P 1; for/S, John, n Jigen ee 
and the Gospel, passim. In the earliest Gospel, Mk 13%%, we 
already have the antithesis “‘ the Father, the Son,” which, combined 
with the Jewish and Christian conception of the Holy Spirit, pre- 
supposes the possibility of the formula “Father, Son, and Holy 
Spirit.” Mt. has borrowed this phrase from Mk., and in 1177 he 
has a parallel saying showing that the combination “the Son, the 

Cf Heitmiiller, Zz Namen Jesu. 



XXVITI. 19. } LAST DAYS OF THE MESSIAH’S LIFE 307 

Father,” was also familiar to the source from which he was drawing 
(the Matthzean Logia?), This antithesis “the Father—the Son” is 
above all characteristic of the Fourth Gospel, and is no doubt 
due to the Palestinian background of that very Hebraic book. 
Thus, even if the editor of the first Gospel was the first to connect 
baptism with the Threefold Name, he was probably only bringing 
that rite into connection with a circle of Christological ideas and 
phrases which were current in the early Palestinian Church, and 
which from Palestine had penetrated Christian teaching everywhere. 
The objection that the Gospel containing this phrase cannot be 
early, because it conflicts with the custom of the early Palestinian 
Church, which baptized in or into the name of Christ, rests upon 
the false assumption that the editor intended to represent Christ 
as prescribing the formula which should be used at baptism. The 
words rather mean baptizing them into the fellowship of the 
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost, and describe, not 
the formula to be used at baptism, but the end and aim which 
would be secured in and through baptism. The editor may well 
have written these words at a period when it was customary to 
baptize in or into the name of Christ, without at all wishing to 
represent Christ as having prescribed a fuller formula, but simply 
with the intention of summing up in a phrase the end and aim 
of the Christian life into which the convert entered at baptism. 
The best commentary on the words would be 1 Jn 1% combined 
with 1 Jn 37°24. See Briggs, Messiah of the Gospels, p. 229. 

19. Barrilovres abrovs cis TO Gvopa TOU TaTpds Kal Tov viod Kal 
Tod dyiov mvevuaros| On the text, see Conybeare, Zettsch. fiir die 
Neutest. Wissensch. 1901, 275 ff.; Hibbert Journal, October 1902 ; 
Lake, /naugural Lecture; Riggenbach, Der Trinitarische Taufbefehi; 
Chase, Journal Theol. Stud. vi. 481 ff. The evidence of Eusebius 
must be regarded as indecisive, in view of the fact that all Greek 
MSS. and all extant VSS., contain the clause (S! S? are unhappily 
wanting). The Eusebian quotation: wropevOévres pabyntetoare ravra 
ra éOvn év 7H dvopati pov cannot be taken as decisive proof that 
the clause eis 7O dvopa, x.7.4., was lacking in copies known to 
Eusebius, because év 76 évouari pov may be Eusebius’ way of 
abbreviating, for whatever reason, the following clause. On the 
other hand, Eusebius cites in this short form so often that it is 
easier to suppose that he is definitely quoting the words of the 
Gospel, than it is to invent possible reasons which may have 
caused him so frequently to paraphrase it. And if we once 
suppose his short form to have been current in MSS. of the 
Gospel, there is much probability in the conjecture that it is the 
original text of the Gospel, and that in the second century the 
clause, BarriLovres avrovs eis TO Gvopa, k.t.X., supplanted the shorter 
év T@ dvouari ov. An insertion of this kind derived from liturgical 
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use would very rapidly be adopted by copyists and translators. 
The Didaché has, ch. 7: Bamricare eis TO Gvopa Tov TaTpos Kal TOU 
viod kal Tod dyiov rvevpartos: but the passage need not be dependent 
on our canonical Gospel, and the Didaché elsewhere has a liturgical 
addition to the texts of the Gospels in the doxology attached to 
the Lord’s Prayer. But Irenzus and Tertullian already have the 
longer clause. 

MP 20. Zeaching them to observe ali things whatsoever I commanded 
them: and, behold, I am with you all the days, unto the consumma- 
tion of the age.|—rypéeiv] cf. 1917 233.—xat idov] cf. on 17°.— 
cuvtedeias Tod aidvos| If Mt. has been recasting in this section 
a portion of Mk.’s lost ending, this phrase is no doubt due to 
him ; see on 13%. 



NOTE 

ON THE GOSPEL AS A CONTRIBUTION TO OUR KNOW- 

LEDGE OF THE HISTORICAL LIFE OF CHRIST. 

Now that the commentary has come to its end, it may seem desir- 
able to attempt an estimate of the value of the Gospel as a con- 
tribution to our knowledge of the life of Christ. I would willingly 
have spared myself a task like this, which necessitates an excursion 
beyond the territory of concrete fact into the mist-covered land of 
individual judgement and conjecture. But the reader may 
naturally ask whether the analysis of the Gospel into its sources 
does, or does not, throw light upon the value of the book as a 
historical record ; and it is but fair that some answer should be 
given. 

I hope that the commentary has made clear the following 
facts about the editor of the book : 

1. that he used S. Mark’s Gospel in Greek ;} 
2. that he used a Greek translation of the Matthzan Logia ; 
3. that he borrowed from a collection of Greek translations of 

Messianic passages from the Old Testament ; 
4. that he had before him one or two narratives, in particular 

that of the centurion’s servant, in a Greek form almost 
identical with the form in which they occur in the Third 
Gospel ; 

5. that he had access to a series of Palestinian traditions 
chiefly about Christ’s birth and infancy, and about the 
closing days of His life, but including also one or twe 
relating to the period of His Galilean ministry. 

These facts do but serve to make the personality of the editor 
a complete enigma. On the one hand, the fact that he used Greek 
sources, and employed the Greek Old Testament, would naturally 
lead us to suppose that he was a Christian Jew of the Dispersion. 
Why should a Jewish-Christian of Palestine write in Greek? Why 
should he rely for his facts almost entirely upon the Greek Second 

1 For Mk. as based on an Aramaic original, see note, p. 88. Dr. Briggs 
believes the original Mk. to have been written in Hebrew. See Mew Light on 
the Life of Jesus, pp. 134-135. 

309 



310 THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO S. MATTHEW 

Gospel? On the other hand, the cycle of Palestinian traditions 
suggests a Palestinian editor. Of course, these traditions might 
have been carried from Palestine to a Jewish-Christian living in 
the West, and their fragmentary character would be most naturally 
accounted for on this view. But what clinches the argument 
in favour of a Palestinian origin for the completed Gospel is 
the impression which it leaves upon the mind as being a book of 
the Palestinian Church. In it we breathe on every page the 
atmosphere of the anti-Pharisaic Jewish-Christianity. ‘‘ The official 
representatives of the Jewish nation have rejected Christ. They 
slander the circumstances of His birth, and misrepresent His 
sojourn in Egypt. They ridicule the claims of a Messiah who came 
from Nazareth.” To such calumnies the Gospel is a counterblast. 
“Jesus is the Messiah of Jewish expectation, and the pages of the 
Old Testament bear witness to Him. He is truly David’s son, and 
yet also by supernatural birth Son of God. The flight into Egypt 
took place when He was an infant, too young to learn magical arts 
there. He dwelt at Nazareth, a city of no repute, that the pro- 
phetic anticipation of Him might receive its fulfilment. The 
representatives of official Judaism have rejected Him; but in so 
doing they have drawn down upon their nation the Divine wrath ; 
and judgement is near at hand, when Jerusalem shall be delivered 
into the hands of its enemies, and the Son of Man shall come to 
gather His elect into the Kingdom of the Heavens.” And whilst 
the Gospel is Palestinian in its attitude to Pharisaism, it is also 
Palestinian in its description of the Christian Church, and in its 
relation to Gentiles. The community of Christ’s disciples still 
retains Jewish nomenclature. Its officials are “prophets,” and 
““wise men,” and “scribes” (23%4). Offending members of the 
Society are to become to them, as to the Jew, “as heathen and as 
toll-gatherers ” (1817). Christ no doubt sanctioned the reception 
of Gentiles into the Society (81! 158), but in His earthly life He 
expressly taught that His mission was to the chosen nation, and 
He bade His disciples adhere to this limitation (1574 10°). If He 
sometimes extended His mercy to Gentiles (8° 1578), and if He 
bade His disciples make disciples of all the nations (281%), had not 
the Old Testament itself, the text-book of Pharisaism, anticipated 
the admission of Gentiles into the covenanted mercies of God? 
The standpoint of the whole book upon this question seems to be 
this, that the Jewish-Christian Society was the successor of the Old 
Israel in God’s grace. The “Sons of the Kingdom” (81*) had 
been cast out, and the new Israel had taken their place (21%). 
But the relation of Gentiles to God’s mercy remained the same. 
Under the old system they might join themselves to Israel as 
proselytes, under the new they might. attach themselves to the 
Jewish-Christian Society. 
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And once again: how Palestinian the book is in its attitude to 
the law! If Christ had attacked the Pharisaic traditions, He had 
at the same time upheld the permanent sanctity of the Scriptures. 
He had not, as the Second Gospel might seem to suggest, over- 
ruled the Deuteronomic sanction of divorce (19°), nor had He, as 
a reader of that Gospel might infer, set aside the Mosaic distinction 
between clean and unclean meats (15%). If He had brushed aside 
Pharisaic scruples which forbade men to do works of necessity and 
of mercy upon the Sabbath, yet the Old Testament law of the 
Sanctity of the Sabbath was still in force (242°). The letter of the 
Old Testament was still binding upon Christian men (5}8), and 
members of the Christian Society were still to obey its precepts, as, 
é.g., in the matter of obtaining “two or three witnesses” before 
passing judgement (186). 

It seems hardly possible that a Gospel so interpenetrated by 
ideas such as these could have been written anywhere but on 
Palestinian soil. 

Of course, it may be urged that I am over-emphasising these 
Jewish-Christian aspects of the Gospel. It will be said that many 
of the Parables were originally meant to teach ideas of a more 
liberal and universal character. That may be quite true; but it 
does not affect my point. I am not now dealing with the probable 
meaning of Christ’s words as He spoke them, but with the interpre- 
tation placed upon them by the editor of this Gospel, and by the 
writers of the sources from which he drew much of its contents. 
And my point is this, that by the editor himself, and still more by 
the author of his Palestinian source, importance was attached to 
those sayings of Christ that could be interpreted in such a way as 
to represent Him as having taught the permanent validity of the 
Jewish law, and the prior claim of the Jew to participation in His 
Kingdom. One debt which we owe to the First Gospel is this, 
that it enables us to reconstruct in some measure the theology of 
the Jewish-Christian Church in the middle of the first century a.D. 

But few readers of this commentary will be content with such a 
method of interpreting the Gospel. ‘What we want to know,” 
they will say, ‘is not only what the Palestinian Christians believed 
about Christ, but whether they were justified in so believing. 
Does the Gospel give us an historically accurate account of the life 
of the Lord? Did He teach what He is here represented as 
teaching ?” 

Let us re-examine the component parts of the Gospel. 
(a) S. Mark. 
It will, I hope, have become clear to the reader that, when the 

editor of the First Gospel alters the ovder of incidents in the Second, 
his motive is a purely literary one, and its effect artificial. Cf. 
Introduction, pp. xiii-xvii. Again, the editor seems to have no 
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information at his command which would enable him to correct 
S. Mark’s narratives. The sayings which he inserts into these 
narratives will be treated below. But his changes in the narrative 
details of S. Mark hardly ever commend themselves as of great 
historical value. Those relating to our Lord and to His Apostles 
have been discussed in the Introduction, pp. xxxI—xxxiv, XXXVill. 
Others seem to be of the nature of conjectures. If he substitutes 
Gadara for Gerasa, that is probably only because the Gerasa best 
known to him was clearly out of the question as being too remote 
from the scene of the miracle, whilst Gadara was at least within 
reasonable distance. On the other hand, in Magadan he may be 
nearer to the original name than is S. Mark’s corrupt Dalmanutha. 
Another point of knowledge of fact is perhaps to be found in the 
substitution of Matthew for Levi in the list of the Apostles (10%). 
But the duplication of the Gadarene demoniacs, and of the blind 
men at Jericho, is probably purely artificial. With the sole excep- 
tions of Magadan for Dalmanutha and of Matthew for Levi, there 
is, I believe, no instance where changes made by Mt. in Mk. 
approve themselves as betraying knowledge or reminiscence of the 
original scene. On the other hand, the greater number of the 
alterations, whether they are purely linguistic, or whether they 
change the point of view of the narrative ; whether they are of the 
nature of omission of what is difficult, or expansion of what is 
obscure ; whether they set in a new light Christ’s relation to the 
law, or shift the emphasis of His doctrine of the Kingdom,—nearly 
always seem to be of the nature of editorial revision, springing not 
from more accurate knowledge, or reminiscence of the actual events 
of Christ’s life, but from a desire to bring S. Mark’s narratives as 
much as possible into harmony with the editor’s conception of 
Christ’s Person, and with his interpretation of Christ’s teaching. _ 

In other words, if we want to have an accurate reproduction of 
Christ’s doings, we shall always find ourselves nearer to the 
historical Christ in S. Mark’s narratives than in these narratives as 
edited by Mt.! 

(6) However, Mt. not only re-edits the material contained in 
the Second Gospel, but he adds to it. What is the historical value 
of this added material? It will be convenient to divide this into 

1 Of course it does not lie within the scope of this note to attempt an 
estimate of the historical value of the Second Gospel. The English reader 
may be referred to the Dean of Westminster’s Study of the Gospels, and to 
Professor Burkitt’s Zhe Gospel History and its Transmission. But, by way of 
illustration of my own view, I will only say that I believe that the simple reader 
who accepts the Second Gospel as a narrative of literal fact, is nearer the truth 
than the critic who starts heavily handicapped by hard and fast conceptions of the 
limitations of personality, and who distorts narratives, which on all other evidence 
are proved to be early, into late and legendary growths, because they contain a 
record of facts which his theories will not allow him to credit as historical. 
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narratives and discourses, although, of course, the dividing line is 
not sharply defined. With regard to narrative-material, the really 
remarkable thing is that the editor adds so little to our knowledge. 
He has some narratives of Christ’s Infancy, and a few traditions 
relating to the last week of His life; but how little he adds to the 
material for reconstructing the history of the Galilean ministry ! 
He is able to tell us something more than we learn from S. Mark 
of the Baptist’s preaching and of the Lord’s Temptations ; he can 
contribute an additional miracle—that of the centurion’s servant ; 
and he knows of a few traditions in which S. Peter was the chief 
figure. But how little it all amounts to! 

And, of course, we must guard ourselves from the fatal sup- 
position that he records all that he knew. None of the four 
Evangelists, we may be sure, did that. The editor may very pro- 
bably have been acquainted with some of the non-Marcan miracles 
recorded by S. Luke, and possibly with some of the narrative 
material found only in the Fourth Gospel. But his space was 
limited, and his interest lay chiefly in the preservation of Christ’s 
sayings. Whatever may have been the reason which decided him 
to use S. Mark’s Gospel as the framework for his narrative, the 
decision, once made, rendered it impossible for him to add much 
from other sources to the period of the Galilean ministry. If he 
has found room for a few traditions connected with S. Peter, we 
may be sure that he has done so only out of consideration for the 
interest of his Palestinian readers in the “first” (102) of the 
Apostles. 

With regard to the historical value of these traditions, judgement 
must unhappily be almost entirely subjective and conjectural ; and 
it is probable that they do not stand all upon the same level of 
value. Ofthe incidents in chaps. 1-2 enough has already been said. 
See pp. 18-22.1 The account given of the Baptist’s preaching finds 
additional corroboration in the Third Gospel; but it may reason- 
ably be supposed that the editor of the First Gospel has, here as 
elsewhere, woven into a discourse dominated by a single motive 
(denunciation of the Pharisees and Sadducees) sayings spoken on 
two or three different occasions, and to different audiences. The 
narrative of the Lord’s Temptation also finds support in the Third 
Gospel. It may very well rest upon Apostolic reminiscence of 
communications of Christ to His companions. Another narrative 
also given by S. Luke is that of the centurion’s servant. It 
commends itself by its general agreement in character and repre- 
sentation with the narratives of S. Mark. Here, as in the case with 
incidents borrowed from the Second Gospel, Mt. has probably 

1See also Briggs’ Criticism and the Dogma of the Virgin-Birth (North 
American Review, June 1906), and ‘‘ Annunciation ” and ‘‘ Birth of Christ” in 
Hastings’ DCG. 
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interwoven with the narrative verses (811-12) drawn from his dis- 
course-source. On the three short miracles, 927-33 and 1222, see 
the notes. They are probably editorial, and literary rather than 
historical. In any case they do not add to our knowledge of 
Christ information different in kind from that given by S. Mark. 

The two incidents relating to S. Peter (14298! and 172427) seem 
nearly related in character. The former presents no more difficulty 
than do some of the miracles in S. Mark, and may be regarded as 
equally credible. Against the latter one or two plausible objections 
may be raised. As the commentary will show, the narrative seems 
to presuppose the following situation. The Jews pay the tax to 
the Temple. They inquire if Christ and His disciples will pay it 
also. In His answer, Christ seems to draw a distinction between 
His disciples, who in a true sense are sons of the heavenly King, 
and the non-Christian Jews, who are really aliens. (Cf. elsewhere 
in the Gospel the same conception of the Jews as those whose 
claim to descent from Abraham has no spiritual justification (3°), 
and as ‘‘Sons of the Kingdom” (812), whose ‘‘Sonship” will not 
avail to prevent them from being cast into the outer darkness. 
By analogy with Oriental political custom, the Jews=‘“‘the 
strangers” (1775) should pay the Temple-tribute, whilst Christ and 
His disciples, as the Sons of God (17%), should be exempted. But 
they would pay, as an act of grace, what could not be demanded 
from them as tribute legally due. Now it is quite possible that 
the question here debated was raised in Christ’s lifetime, and that 
He bade His disciples pay the Temple-tax as a concession to the 
patriotic zeal of their fellow-countrymen. But, on the other hand, 
it may be doubted whether the sharp distinction here drawn 
between Jews and Jewish-Christians does not suggest a later 
historical situation for the narrative. It seems more easily ex- 
plained if we suppose it to be a product of the early days of the 
Palestinian Church, when Jews and Jewish-Christians were falling 
apart, and when the question, whether Jewish-Christians, who were 
ceasing to use the Temple for worship, could conscientiously con- 
tinue to pay the Temple-tax, was becoming a subject of con- 
troversy. But, in any case, the narrative reflects the circumstances 
of the Jewish-Christian Society in the period before the fall of 
Jerusalem, and it must therefore be early in date. 

Of the non-Marcan narratives in chaps. 27-28 it is difficult to 
speak with any precision. If 28%19- 1620 are based on the lost ending 
of S. Mark, they must be adjudged to be of equal value with the rest 
of the contents of that Gospel. If they are drawn from Palestinian 
tradition, they must rather be classed with 273-10. 19. 24-25. 52-53, 62-66 
287-4. 11-15, Of these 27°10 is exceptional, because the fact under- 
lying the narrative, namely, the evil end of the recreant Apostle, 
finds corroboration in the different account in Ac 11*1®, But by 
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what standard or test of historical credibility are we to judge the 
other narratives? Plausible reasons might be found to account for 
the invention of some of them. £.g. 27%4 might be attributed toa 
desire to emphasise the guilt of the Jewish authorities, and 2752-66 
and 281-5 to a wish to emphasise the miraculous character of the 
Resurrection. But who is there with any judgment of human 
nature who will condemn these narratives on such purely a friort, 
subjective, and conjectural grounds; and what reason can be 
adduced for the invention of so motiveless a detail as that con- 
tained in 2719? The details which convey most strongly the im- 
pression of legendary growth are those in 27523 and 2873, But 
the student, who finds no reason for saying that a narrative which 
contains miraculous detail must therefore be unhistorical, will con- 
tent himself with observing that all these non-Marcan details in 
chaps. 27-28 are traditions of the early Christian Church in Pales- 
tine, and in default of further evidence for or against the details 
recorded, will refrain from dogmatic utterances upon their precise 
historical value. 

(¢) These narrative-sections are, Se not the only addition 
which Mt. was able to make to S. Mark’s Gospel. He made a 
much more important contribution to the understanding of the life 
of Christ when he added to S. Mark’s narratives a large number of 
sayings. I have endeavoured to show in the Introduction that 
many of these sayings were probably drawn from the Matthezan 
Logia, and that this accounts for the name given to our First 
Gospel. I wish now to add something as to the form in which 
these sayings occur in our Gospel, and then to discuss their claim 
to be a faithful expression of Christ’s teaching. 

And first, as to the form in which they are given to us. It 
seems to be clear that the process of compiling detached sayings 
which is already observable in the Second Gospel (e.g. in chap. 9) 
has been carried to much greater lengths in the First. 

(1) The sayings interpolated into the middle of one of S. 
Mark’s sections are not always introduced there, because they were 
originally spoken under the circumstances implied in the narrative, 
but because they add to or illustrate or elucidate the tenor of 
Christ’s teaching as recorded by Mk. on that occasion : 

£.g. 93=127 was probably a detached Logion which could be 
used to illustrate any incident of controversy with the Pharisees: 
125-6 is probably a fragment from some other occasion of Sabbath- 
controversy, inserted in its present context to compensate for the 
omission of Mk.’s “the Sabbath was made for man and not man 
for the Sabbath.” 121-12 has been treated in the same way. S. 
Luke (145 and 13!5) has similar sayings, but the circumstances 
amidst which he places them are different. 

(2) In other cases Mt. has built up, around a few verses of 



316 THE GOSPEL ACCORDING TO S. MATTHEW 

discourse recorded by Mk., a longer discourse. This is the case 
with Mt 10542= Mk 67-18, Mt 13352= Mk 4234, Mt 18=Mk 9, Mt 
12%4-45—= Mk 32230, Mt 23=Mk 1297>40 Mt 24-25=Mk 13. In 
some of these cases Mt. may rather be substituting for Mk.’s 
short discourse a longer one from his Logian source, than simply 
compiling detached sayings round Mk.’s nucleus. But, in either 
case, the discourses, as they now stand in the First Gospel, are in 
large measure the result of accretion of detached sayings round a 
common centre. 

In other words, the artificiality which characterises Mt.’s 
arrangement of incidents also marks his arrangement of sayings. 
Many of them were clearly not spoken on the particular occasion 
to which he assigns them. 

But, if we allow for this transposition of many sayings from 
their original context (which after all rarely affects the meaning of 
the saying, for what difference, e.g., does it make whether the saying 
about an ox or an ass in a pit was originally spoken after the heal- 
ing of a man with a withered hand (Mt 12), or of a crippled woman 
(Lk 131°)), how far have these sayings, whether peculiar to Mt. or 
in substance recorded by Lk. as well, any real claim to be genuine 
utterances of Christ? 

Before speaking of them as a whole, I will deal with one or two 
which seem to be most open to objection. 

Against Mt 3!*15 it may reasonably be urged that the omission 
from Mk 14= Mt 31+? of eis adeow duapridy suggests irresistibly that 
314-15 is an editorial expansion of Mk., to explain how it was that 
the Lord could submit to John’s baptism. Of course the words 
need not be due to the editor himself. He may have received 
them amongst his Palestinian traditions. But, even so, the 
impression which they leave upon the mind of being rather an 
attempt on the part of Christ’s disciples to explain away a difficulty 
in His life, than an original utterance of Christ Himself, is very 
strong. 

25%1-46 leave upon my own mind the impression that they are a 
Christian homily, based no doubt upon reminiscence of words of 
Christ,! but, in its present form, due to the editor or to some 
Palestinian preacher. Iam aware that no convincing proof can be 
given for such a judgment; but, on the other hand, I do not feel 
that there is any fatal objection to such a view. The editor was, 
I believe, the sort of man who would add such a homily as a suit- 

1Cf. Burkitt, 7he Gospel History and its Transmission, p. 199, “‘It is not 
so easy to make new Sayings and Parables like those in the Gospels of Matthew 
and Luke.” These words would fitly apply to the passage under discussion. 
My point is that, not the tenor of the words, but the literary form in which they 
are set, suggests a Christian homily. The discourses in the Fourth Gospel 
furnish some analogy. 
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able peroration to his compilation of Christ’s sayings on the last 
things, without necessarily intending his readers to suppose that the 
words were the exact words of Christ Himself, or suspecting that 
they would do so. If the passage was already familiar to many of 
his readers as a piece of Christian literature, they would know why 
it was placed in its present position, and would not misunderstand it. 

2816-20 may in part be based upon Mk.’s lost ending, but, if not, 
it represents a piece of Palestinian tradition. In this case, I do 
not suppose that it ever occurred to the editor that his readers 
would infer that the exact words here recorded were literally 
spoken by Christ upon this particular occasion. 

On 1112-13-19 end see the notes. 
But what shall we say of these sayings taken as a whole? If I 

am right in conjecturing that they are in large part drawn from the 
Matthzan Logia, then they are perhaps the earliest of all our 
sources of knowledge for the life of Christ, and rest even more 
directly than does the Second Gospel on Apostolic testimony. 
For the Apostle Matthew seems to have written down for the use 
of his Palestinian fellow-Christians some of the sayings of Christ 
that he could remember, selecting no doubt such as would appeal 
most strongly to his readers and satisfy their needs. Better 
security that these sayings were really uttered by Christ Himself 
we could hardly desire. 

There remains, however, one consideration which calls for our 
attention. I have endeavoured to show that these sayings are 
strongly marked by special features. As they now stand in the 
First Gospel, they represent our Lord as adopting a conservative 
attitude towards the Old Law, as teaching that He would return on 
the Clouds of Heaven to inaugurate the Kingdom, and as not 
limiting the scope of His teaching to Jews, but as assuming that it 
was intended, in the first place, for the Jew, and, in a secondary 
sense only, for the Gentile. And the question may well be asked, 
are we to assume that in broad outline Christ really taught such 
conceptions as these? Seeing that there must be between the 
original Aramaic Logia at least two stages of transmission, first a 
translation into Greek accompanied possibly by some re-editing, 
and secondly their incorporation into our Gospel, accompanied 
certainly by a good deal of artificial arrangement and editorial 
revision, is it not probable that the impression which these sayings, 
as they now stand, give of Christ’s teaching upon these points, is 
in large part due to the Palestinian-Christian editors through whose 
hands they have passed ? 

Now this is a question which concerns to a small extent the 
commentator on the First Gospel, and to a larger extent the 
historian who attempts to reconstruct from all sources the life of 
Christ. The commentator must answer that, to some extent at 
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least, the impression given by the Gospel upon these points is due 
to the manipulation of his sources by the editor. 

With regard to Christ’s attitude to the law, eg., it seems clear 
that the editor has rewritten Mk 101-2 in order to bring Christ’s 
teaching upon the subject of divorce once again into harmony with 
the stricter school of Jewish interpretation of Dt 24!*. He has 
done so by combining with Mk 10!!? another tradition as to 
Christ’s teaching upon this subject, which he has also preserved in 
the Sermon on the Mount (5%*), and which he no doubt drew from 
the Logia. But the commentator will naturally say, ‘‘ If the editor 
has interpolated into Mk tro a clause “except for fornication,” 
which is clearly inconsistent with the tenor of Christ’s teaching 
upon that occasion, he or the Jewish editors through whose hands 
the Logia passed may also have interpolated the similar clause into 
the Logion preserved in 58%.” 

Again, the editor seems clearly to have tried to interpret 
Mk 71428 in such a way as to avoid the obvious impression that 
Christ directly attacked the Mosaic distinction between clean and 
unclean meats; and, if this be so, some of the other passages in 
the First Gospel which emphasise the permanent validity of the 
law may have undergone similar revision. And once again: it 
seems clear that the editor has so altered Mk 9g! as to make it 
emphasise the near approach of the Second Coming. If that be 
so, then some of the other passages in the Gospel may have under- 
gone revision by the editor, or by his Jewish-Christian pre- 
decessors, from similar motives. In particular, the ed@éws of 24” 
may be due to such revision. 

So far the commentator: the result of his observations being 
this :—that, whilst the original group of Logia was a selection of 
Christ’s sayings which laid emphasis on His teaching about His 
Second Coming, on His teaching about the permanence of the 
Old Law, and on the first claim of the Jew to discipleship of the 
Kingdom, some allowance must be made for a possible intensifying 
of these points in the process of transmission of the Logia in the 
period between the time when the Apostle Matthew penned them 
and the time when they appear in our Gospel; and that, in any 
case, the editor has worked over S. Mark’s Gospel in order to 
introduce these conceptions into it where before they did not 
exist, or existed in language so ambiguous that other interpretations 
were possible. 

At this point the commentatator should cease his work, and 
the historian of Christ’s life should succeed him. Without any 
claim to be an historian, I may perhaps be permitted to suggest 
the way in which an historian would perhaps make use of the 
results of the commentator’s work as just sketched. 

It seems clear that, if due allowance be made for some over- 

sn elites 
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emphasis and undue insistence upon details, the representation of 
Christ’s teaching upon the three points that have been so often 
mentioned was that which was familiar to the early Jewish- 
Christian Church, and which influenced to some extent the 
entire Apostolic preaching in its earliest stages. Thus, the 
eschatological conception of the Kingdom and the belief in the 
imminent coming of Christ affect to some extent all the literature 
previous to the First Gospel. It is found in S. Mark (chap. 13). If 
Ac 1-12 may be taken as in any sense a generally accurate account 
of the belief of the early Church at Jerusalem, it prevailed there 
(111 320), It is frequently found in S. Paul’s earlier letters, 1 Thess., 
2 Thess., 1 Co 17 16%, Ph 3*. It is-found in S. James (57°), in 
S. Peter (1 P 17), and in S. John (1 Jn 32). 

Again: the belief that Christ had taught that the Gospel was 
intended primarily for the Jew, explains the controversy that 
occupies so large a part of the narrative of the Acts. Pressure of 
circumstances alone seems to have opened the eyes of the 
Palestinian Apostles to those other aspects of Christ’s teaching, 
which led logically to the Jew and the Gentile being placed in 
a position of equality. 

And again: the belief that Christ had come, not to do away 
with the claims of the Old Testament upon the consciences of 
men, but to reinforce them with stronger sanction than ever before, 
is a part of the common Christian belief of the New Testament 
writers. 

On these grounds, the representation of the First Gospel of 
Christ’s teaching upon these points (due allowance being made for 
some over-insistence upon detail, and over-emphasis due to 
massing of sayings under a common head) has every claim to be 
regarded as historically accurate. 

On the other side must be set the wider perspective of much of 
S. Paul’s teaching, and of the Third and Fourth Gospels, with 
regard to the Second Coming, and to the scope of the Gospel ; 
and the question is naturally raised, ‘‘ Do these wider conceptions 
represent a gradual spiritualisation of Christ’s actual teaching, or 
do they carry us back to the historical Christ, whose teaching was 
misunderstood and narrowed in range and conception by the 
early Palestinian Church? At this point the historian will bring 
into account some other considerations. He will observe that a 
good deal of the discourse-material in the First Gospel, which it 
seems necessary to interpret from the standpoint of the editor, in 
accordance with ideas that run through the entire book, would 
(taken by themselves and in a different context) lend themselves to 
a very different interpretation. Such parables, ¢.g., as the Sower, 
the Mustard Seed, the Draw-Net, may, where they stand, teach 
lessons about the nature of the coming Kingdom ; but how possible 
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it is that, as originally uttered, they were intended to illustrate the 
gradual spread of Christianity in the world. ‘The preaching to the 
Gentiles may, to the editor, have seemed no obstacle to the 
immediate coming of Christ, but the words, as originally spoken, 
may well have foreshadowed a still far-distant future. The “ful- 
filling of the law” may, to the editor, have involved the permanent 
validity of the smallest commandment, but, interpreted in the light 
of Christ’s teaching elsewhere, it seems clear that the words must 
have had a much wider meaning, 

The historian who notices points like these will shrink from the 
conclusion that upon such subjects the teaching of Christ was 
altogether and exclusively what the editor of the First Gospel 
represents it to have been, to the exclusion of representation of it 
to be found in other parts of the New Testament. 

And this should lead us to what seems to me to be a right 
judgement upon the representation of Christ’s teaching as found in 
this Gospel. 

That teaching was no doubt many-sided. Much of it may have 
been uttered in the form of paradox and symbol. The earliest 
tradition of it, at first oral, and then written, was that of a local 
church, that of Jerusalem, which drew from the treasure-house of 
Christ’s sayings such utterances as seemed to bear most im- 
mediately upon the lives of its members, who were at first all 
Jews or proselytes. In this process of selection the teaching of 
Christ was only partially represented, because choice involved 
over-emphasis. Paradox may sometimes have been interpreted as 
an expression of literal truth, symbol as reality, and to some 
extent, though not, I think, to any great extent, the sayings in 
process of transmission may have received accretions arising out of 
the necessities of the Palestinian Church life. Thus the repre- 
sentation of Christ’s teaching in this Gospel, though early in date, 
suffers probably from being local in character. In the meantime 
much of Christ’s teaching remained uncommitted to writing ; and, 
not until S. Paul’s teaching had made men see that Palestinian 
Christianity suffered in some respects from a too one-sided repre- 
sentation of Christ’s teaching, did they go back to the utterances 
of Christ, and reinterpret them from a wider point of view; seeking 
out also other traditions of different aspects of His teaching which 
had been neglected by the Palestinian guardians of His words. 

But in making such generalisations I am going beyond my 
allotted sphere as commentator on the Gospel, and I leave these 
questions now to judgements which are wiser than my own, 
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APPENDIX A! 

In his recent and very remarkable work on the date of the 
Synoptic Gospels,” Harnack places the First Gospel immediately 
after the Fall of Jerusalem, but admits that the composition of the 
book before that event is not certainly disproved. He rejects the 
view that chaps. 1 and 2 are non-Palestinian and late. There is 
nothing in 1185 which cannot have been written about 70 A.D. 
The sojourn in Egypt is possibly historical. The stories of Herod 
and the Magi need not be late. 16!” and 185% may be early, 
but are more probably later interpolations into the Gospel. The 
stories of the death of Judas, of Pilate and his wife, contain 
nothing which could not have been related at a very early date. 
The legend of the rising of the dead saints “seems to me to be 
ancient (uralt).” 28°10 does not belong to the original form of the 
Gospel, and does not therefore affect the date. 281° is ancient, 
but the words ascribed to the Risen Christ are perhaps a later 
interpolation. However, this does not follow from the Trinitarian 
formula. 279266 and 28-11-15 may have been narrated very early. 
The place of composition was Palestine. The Gospel is the 
book of that law-emancipated Christianity which stood in sharp 
opposition to the Scribes and Pharisees. It originated amongst 
the Hellenistic Jewish-Christians, who at an earlier period were 
represented by Stephen, and from amongst whom missionaries 
had preached the Gospel at Antioch to the heathen. 

It is the purpose of the following pages to urge that Harnack’s 
position as outlined above can only be a temporary one, and that 
the Fall of Jerusalem is not an important factor in the discussion 
as to the date of the Gospel. If that factor be put aside, the next 
important point is the date of St. Mark, and if that Gospel could 
be thrown back behind the early part of the sixties to which 
Harnack assigns it (though with the admission that this may be 

1 Reprinted from The Exposttory Times by kind permission of the Editor. 
2 ‘Neue Untersuchungen zur Apostelgeschichte” (Beztrage zur Einl. in 

das N.7., iv. Heft). 1911. 
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the date rather of an edition than of a first writing of the book), 
there are many features in the First Gospel which suggest a date 
nearer 50 than 70 A.D. 

1. Harnack’s admission that the matter peculiar to the First 
Gospel is for the most part of an early character, with the possible 
exception of one or two passages which may be later interpolations, 
destroys all the evidence for a date after the year 70. For 227, to 
which Harnack appeals, is no certain witness that the Fall of 
Jerusalem was accomplished when the Evangelist wrote. Indeed, 
Harnack himself is half-inclined to place the Gospel in the late 
sixties. Moffatt,! on the other hand, argues rather dogmatically 
for a date after 70, but his only arguments are—(1) That St. Mark 
in its present form was completed after that date, and that therefore 
St. Matthew is later. Against the first part of this see Harnack, 
pp. 88 ff. (2) ‘‘ The general impression that a considerable period 
has elapsed since the days of Jesus, during which the Church has 
become organised and faith developed.” On this see below. In 
any case, “‘a considerable period” need not bring the Gospel later 
than the year 70. Moffatt’s only real reason is the dependence of 
the First Gospel on the Second, and the assumption that the 
Second Gospel dates about 70. 

2. Admitting then, with Harnack, that the year 70 is a ferminus 
ad guem rather than a terminus a quo for the First Gospel, we ask 
when and where it is most likely to have been written? The 
place must have been Syria or Palestine, but more probably the 
former than the latter, for the fact that the book was written in 
Greek points rather to Antioch than to Jerusalem. Moreover, 
the publication of a book so anti-Scribal would be easier at 
Antioch than at the capital of Palestine. The Greek language, 
the anti-Scribal tone point to Antioch, the relation of the Evan- 
gelist to the Law, the implied character of the Church, and the 
eschatology all point to an early rather than to a late date. 

1. Relation to the law. Harnack describes the Gospel as the 
book of the law-emancipated Jewish-Christianity. Of course if by 
law, Scribal law is meant, the description suits the Gospel, for the 
book is largely a polemic against the Scribes and all their works. 
But an evangelist who from beginning to end of his book assumes 
that the Mosaic Law is still the law of the community of the 
Messiah, can hardly be termed law-emancipated. How can a 
writer who at the beginning of his book places the sermon in 
which Christ is represented as asserting the permanent validity of 
the Mosaic Law be regarded as law-emancipated? Or what sort 
of freedom from law had the writer who, when he read in his 
St. Mark that Christ had abolished distinctions between clean and 

1 Introduction to the Literature of the N.T7T., p. 214 ff. Edinburgh: 
T. & T. Clark, 1911. 
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unclean meats, made so subtle a change that his readers would 
believe that what Christ had done away with was not these dis- 
tinctions but the Scribal rules about hand-washing? Or what 
sort of freedom from the law had he and the community for whom 
he wrote that Christ bade them observe the Deuteronomic law of 
the two witnesses, and the law of the Sabbath? The writer and 
his readers are clearly members of a community which regarded 
itself as bound by the Mosaic Law, though free from the burden 
of the Scribal traditions. They represent that quite natural 
position of the first disciples of Christ, who, believing Him to be 
the Messiah, took it for granted that He was the fulfiller of the 
Mosaic Law, not in the sense of abrogating, but of interpreting it 
in a sense which should enhance its value. From this point of 
view the book might well proceed from the earliest days of the 
community at Jerusalem. But when we take into account the 
anti-Scribal polemic, it will be more natural to find the writer’s 
home a little later at such a centre of controversy as Antioch. 
There Greek was the natural language fora Gospel. There rather 
than at Jerusalem St. Mark’s Gospel would be found. There as 
well as at Jerusalem were the representatives of the older type of 
Jewish-Christianity which took it for granted that the Jewish 
Messiah had reasserted the supreme sanctity of the law, and that 
His disciples were still bound by it. 

2. The implied character of the Church. Moffatt, as quoted 
above, speaks of ‘the general impression that a considerable period 
has elapsed since the days of Jesus, during which the Church has 
become organised and faith developed.” Is there any ground for 
such an impression? How long a period need have elapsed for a 
community to exist in which the officials could be termed ‘wise 
men and scribes”? How long for a community to arise in which 
St. Peter was regarded as the spokesman and legislator? How 
long for a community to spring into being in which it was assumed 
as a matter of course that the ecclesia of the Jewish Messiah must 
consist of Jews, and of proselytes?! For nothing which is said 
in the Gospel anywhere suggests that the Gentiles, to whom the 
Gospel was to be preached (just as according to the prophets 
Judaism was to be preached to them), were to be excused from 
the obligations of the law. The earlier we can place the Gospel 
the easier it is to account for the description of the community 
implied in it, with its exclusive character and its primitive con- 
stitution. And the earlier we place it the easier it is to account 
for its reception by the Western Church as a sacred book. For 
if written in Palestine, as Harnack thinks, near the year 70 (after 
St. Mark and St. Luke), or if written, as Moffatt thinks, between 

1«*The Alleged Catholicism of the First Gospel” (7he Expository Times, 
July 1910). 
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70 and 1ro, why should the Church, which already possessed 
St. Mark and the Book of Sayings, which was used by the writer 
of the First, and, as many think, by the writers of the Second and 
Third Gospels, receive from Palestine a new Gospel, which trans- 
formed the Christ of the Universal Church into a Jewish Messiah, 
and recast His language in technical terms of Jewish devotion? 
Or, once again, “fa considerable period has elapsed . . . during 
which . . . faith has developed.” Is, then, the eschatological 
teaching of the Gospel a late development? Which is earliest, 
the eschatological teaching of the Thessalonian Epistles and of 
the early chapters of the Acts, or the universalism of Romans or 
of St. Luke. How is it conceivable that a Gospel which contains 
teaching like this could have been written at the latest more than 
a few years after the year 70? MHarnack is right here when he 
says that he could believe that the Gospel was written before the 
Fall of Jerusalem more easily than he could suppose that it was 
written even ten years after that event.! Moffatt says that the 
editor’s anticipation of a prolonged period during which the 
Gentile mission was to proceed apace is of more moment than the 
eschatology, and appeals to 28%°. That verse is a poor haven, 
for nothing is more certain than that the editor believed the end 
of the age which is there spoken of to be within the lifetime of 
the contemporaries of Christ. 

On all these grounds, therefore, the relation of its Evangelist 
to the law, its limitation of the membership of the ecclesia to Jews 
and proselytes, its primitive organisation, its eschatological teaching, 
the earlier the Gospel can be placed the better. What is there to 
prevent our dating it about the year 50? 

“The literary dependence on Mk. is by itself sufficient to dis- 
prove all such hypotheses,” says Moffatt. This is too strongly 
worded, for criticism is already beginning to move backwards for 
the date of St. Mark. Wellhausen has declared for a Palestinian 
origin, and seems inclined to favour a date between 50 and 60. 
Harnack still holds to the tradition which connects the Gospel 
with Rome and the presence there of St. Peter and St. Paul, but 
he thinks that whilst the Gospel may have been edited at Rome, it 
had been written earlier.2 The present writer has elsewhere tried 
to show that there are reasons for thinking that our present St. 
Mark is a translation from an Aramaic original. However that 
may be, the Council at Jerusalem is the event with which the 
composition of the two Gospels should be connected, rather than 
the Fall of Jerusalem. About that period St. Mark was probably 

1 P, 94, footnote 1. 
° The present writer has already suggested this. ‘‘The Alleged Catholicism,” 

etc., zbzd., p. 443. 
3 Studies in the Synoptic Problem. -Oxford, 1911. 
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brought into the form in which it was used a year or two later by 
the writer of the First Gospel. 

So far we have been dealing with aspects of the First Gospel 
which are rather incidental than primary. If we turn to the main 
purpose with which the book was. written, the argument for an 
early date becomes even stronger. Let me try to summarise in a 
few words the main object of the work and the situation of its 
writer and readers. 

The writer is a member of a community of Jewish Christians 
who have put their faith in Jesus as the Messiah. They believe 
that He is shortly to return to them to inaugurate the Messianic 
Kingdom. Meanwhile they are to obey His teaching, and win 
converts to Him. Their most bitter opponents are the Scribes 
and Pharisees, who slander Jesus as base born, and accuse Him of 
blasphemy against the Mosaic Law. The Evangelist wishes to 
rebut these slanders and to prove that in spite of all appearances 
to the contrary Jesus was the true Messianic King, of the line of 
David, who had been foretold by the Prophets. If we do not 
read the book through “Catholic” spectacles, we shall see that 
the community thus presupposed is not the Pauline Ecclesia, but 
the exclusive Jewish-Christian Ecclesia of the early days of 
Christianity. 

On the other hand, what has such a book as this to do with 
the period after 70 a.p.? Who needed, then, to have detailed 
proof that Jesus was the Messiah of the Jews? Not the Catholic 
Church, for it had long adopted the position that He was Christ, 
not of the Jew only but of the Gentile also. Not the Jewish- 
Christian Church, for the Fall of Jerusalem had temporarily 
removed the stress of controversy between themselves and the 
Scribal party. Controversy of that kind was renewed in the 
second century when the Jews had had time to recover from the 
shock of the break up of their national life. And it would be 
perhaps easier to suppose that the Gospel was written in the 
second century than it is to think that it was written in the first 
two decades after the year 70 a.D. Ina book so filled as is this 
with the heat of controversy, we should certainly have had in the 
latter case, not the obscure allusions to the Fall of Jerusalem 
which the modern critic professes to find there, but some sure 
hint that judgment had at last fallen on the Jewish authorities for 
their stubborn resistance to Israel’s Messiah. 

Once accept a date before the year 70, and the earlier we can 
go back the more intelligible does the book become. The 
atmosphere in which it was written is that of the early days when 
St. Peter was practically Primate of the Church in Palestine, when 
Scribes and Pharisees were foes to be dreaded because they could 
persecute, and when, whatever others might do, the Palestinian 
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ecclesia of the Messiah held itself stiffly for the Mosaic Iaw, 
because it believed that that Law had been resanctioned by the 
Messiah Himself. 

APPENDIX B.} 

It is often asserted that in His teaching about divorce the Lord 
lays down a law prohibiting divorce,*? which is contradicted by the 
exception permitted in Mt 5%? 19%, and the conclusion is drawn 
that these clauses cannot have been spoken by Him. 

But quite apart from the question whether the Lord (even 
supposing His teaching about divorce to have been intended to be 
of the nature of a law to be enforced by authority) may not have 
qualified this law by laying down another law dealing with ex- 
ceptional cases, there is grave reason to doubt whether His words 
should be understood to be of the nature of law at all in the sense 
of an enactment to be enforced. 

If, ¢.g., we take the Sermon on the Mount, the whole of the 
teaching there, with the exception of this so-called “law ” of divorce, 
is now generally understood to be of the nature not of law, but of 
illustrated principle. 

£.g. “1 say unto you, Swear not at all.” Who is there now 
who wishes to interpret this as a law prohibiting all swearing? 

“IT say unto you, That every one who is angry with his brother 
shall be liable to the judgment.” 

“‘T say unto you, That every one who looked on a woman to 
lust after her, hath already committed adultery with her in his 
heart.” 

“‘T say to you, Resist not the evil one.” 
““T say to you, Love your enemies.” 
None of these are laws to be enforced by discipline, without 

exception. They are principles which are to guide the conduct. 
On what ground, then, is “I say unto you, That every one who 
putteth away his wife, causeth her to commit adultery” to be re- 
garded? not as a general guide to conduct, but as a rigid law to 
which there can be no exception. In the other cases the Christian 
Church has long been of the mind that exceptions must be made 
to (a), whilst in the others there can be no case of making excep- 
tion, because they are of the nature of principles or ideals to be 
aimed at, but which few would care to assert that they wholly 
keep. 

So far, then, as the First Gospel goes, the argument that the 
clause “‘ except for the sake of fornication” cannot have been spoken 

1 Reprinted from 7he Expository Times by kind permission of the Editor. 
?.N.8.—This paper does not deal with re-marriage after divorce. 
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by Christ because it contradicts the “law” of Christ that ‘every 
one who putteth away his wife, causeth her to commit adultery ” 
is invalid. For read in the light of the whole Sermon this com- 
mand is not a “law,” but an ideal of conduct, an ideal which every 
Christian will seek to make the law of his life. But in marriage 
the maintenance of this ideal depends upon two parties. And 
what if one live up to, whilst the other fall from it? 

Perhaps, however, the objection to the clauses in question may 
take a different form. It may be said that they are inconsistent 
with the teaching of the Lord as recorded by three independent 
witnesses, St. Mark, St. Luke, and St. Paul. 

To this we may reasonably answer that there is no good ground 
for using the word “inconsistent.” The clauses in question may 
be supplementary to teaching elsewhere recorded. 

As the subject is dealt with most fully in Mark, it may be con- 
venient to deal with that Gospel first. 

And it should be noted in passing that many critical writers 
believe that of the two passages Mt 19312, Mk 1o!-!2, the former 
contains the most original record of the ultimate facts. In that 
case our primary gospel record of this incident contained the 
clauses in question. But since, perhaps, a majority of recent 
writers believe Matthew to be here secondary as compared with 
Mark, let us assume that that has been proved. Mark, then, 
records that Pharisees came to Christ and asked Him if it was law- 
ful for a man to put away his wife. Now this is.a very extraordin- 
ary question to have been asked, for no Jew doubted, or could 
have doubted, the legality of divorce. The Law of Dt 24!+, as 
interpreted in the time of Christ, settled that question, though it 
left doubt as to the legal grounds for divorce. It is clear, there- 
fore, that these Pharisees were not asking for any other purpose 
than to get an answer which they could use as an indictment 
against Christ. They came, as Mark says, “tempting” Him. 
They must, in other words, have had reason to know what the 
answer would be. And they got what they expected and desired. 
The Law of Moses was set aside. Appeal was made to the pur- 
pose of God in creation, and divorce was declared to be inadmis- 
sible. 

St. Matthew, when repeating this narrative, has confused it by 
interpolating into it the exceptive clause, and by modifying it in 
other ways. He has thereby given a handle to those who jump 
quickly at conclusions! They argue that because interpolated 
here the clauses do not belong to the authentic sayings of Christ, 
That is a very rash conclusion. St. Matthew has elsewhere inter- 

1 The conclusions arrived at above (p. 203) on this subject are open to this 
charge. But they were not determined by such considerations as those described 
in the next sentence (above). 
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polated into St. Mark’s narratives other sayings. Are we immedi- 
ately to conclude that all these do not belong to Christ’s authentic 
sayings? Many of those who so cheerfully abandon Mt 19%” 
would be aghast if they were asked to give up 1617* and other 
such interpolations. The question is, where did St. Matthew draw 
these sayings from? If others come from a source which has 
preserved authentic sayings of Christ, whether Q, or any other 
source, why not also 199? 

To this it is replied that this clause is inconsistent with or 
contradictory to Christ’s teaching in St. Mark, St. Paul, and St. 
Luke. 

But why is it inconsistent? Suppose that Christ’s teaching in 
St. Mark, St. Luke, and St. Paul is intended to be a law binding 
on all men and to be enforced by authority. Then what reason 
is there for saying that the clauses in St. Matthew are not of the 
nature of a supplementary ‘‘ law”? 

Or better, allow that the stricter teaching is intended to be an 
ideal to be aimed at by the disciple of Christ. Then the exceptive 
clauses will be a supplementary regulation limiting divorce to the 
one case where it will sometimes be necessary, namely, in cases 
where the ideal has been shattered. For what is the principle of 
marriage implied in the Lord’s teaching? It is that marriage is 
the union, spiritual and physical, of two whole and complete per- 
sonalities, a union which is indissoluble, or should be indissoluble, 
until death, which severs the bond. That is the ideal, but like all 
God’s purposes for men it can be thwarted by human sin, and 
human sin can break this union. What sin? The sin of forni- 
cation, which is an act of severance, spiritual and physical, of the 
marriage bond.! 

Of course the legal tie may remain. But, in fact, the marriage 
bond has been broken and the exceptive clauses in St. Matthew 
are a sanction of a recognition of the possible necessity of legal 
divorce following a divorce which has already taken place in the 
spiritual and physical sphere. This sanction is, of course, only 
permissive. There is no command that such divorce (legal) shall 
take place. But there is the recognition that fornication is an 
adequate and possibly necessary ground for solving in law a union 
which has already been dissolved in the sphere of the spirit and 
of the flesh. 

This teaching is clear and consistent. Marriage is a bond 
which during life should be indissoluble. Two things sever it. 
Fornication, which severs the union of the flesh, that being only 
the symbol of the severance of the union of the spirit. Death 
severs it also. The words of Christ deal with principle, not with 

1Chrysostom, Zf. 7 ad Cor., Hom. 19. 3. By fornication ‘‘ the marriage is 
already dissolved.” ‘‘ The husband is no longer a husband.” 
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the application of principle to legal enactment, except in so far as 
He implies that legal solution of marriage may in some cases 
follow its solution in fact. 

To this recognition of the fact that Christ’s teaching permitted 
divorce for fornication the early Church held firm. Clement of 
Alexandria,! Tertullian,? Cyprian,? Basil, Gregory of Nazianzen,§ 
Chrysostom,® Epiphanius,’ Jerome,® Augustine, Hilary of Poitiers,® 
Ambrosiaster,!? all affirm it. 

But in the later Western Church ascetic tendencies fought hard 
against this exception. It has, however, been reserved for modern 
writers to go beyond a tacit neglect of these clauses to a positive 
rejection of them in the interests of ascetic theory. In many 
respects this modern theory represents a return to Montanism. 
It tends to try and represent the teaching of Christ as a hard-and- 
fast “law” absolutely prohibiting divorce. It should logically, but 
in the face of the New Testament, describe marriage as a perman- 
ently binding tie lasting beyond death, so that second marriages 
would be un-Christian. And there are signs of a desire to do so, 
and to represent this Montanist view as ‘“‘ Catholic.” 

_ Strom., 2. 23. ie TRE: 9; Adv. Mare., 4. 34. 
De Disciplina, 6. Ep., 188. 9 

Orat.; 37. 8- 6In Zp. 1 ad Cor., Hom. 19. 3. 
1 Panarion, 59. 4. SDP. 55. 77 
9In Matt. 4. 22. In Zp. 1 ad Cor., 7. 10, 1%. 
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Zupla, 37. 
gvoTpépw, 190. 
opddpa, 13, 185, 190. 
opupls, 172. 
oxlfw, xxvi. 
oxoAd{w, 141, 

TaddavTov, 200, 
Tapelov, 57. 
TE, 235, 295. 
Te kal, 235. 
Tékvov, 120. 
TEKTWV, 156. 
TéXewos, 55 f., 210. 
Tédos, 192, 254. 
TeAwyys, 55, 198. 
TeTpadpxys, 157. 
Tnpéw, 208. 
ri\kw, 126. 
rére, 1xxxvi. 
TpHwa, XXxvii, 211. 

Tpopy, 103. 
Tpuu“adtd, xxvii, 211. 
TpUTnuA, 213. 
Tpwyw, 260. 
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ol vlol ray dvOpwrwy, xxvii ff., 136; 
ol viol rHs Bacielas, 78, 1533 vlds 
Aaveld, 2. 

Umdyw, 275. 
vrdvrnots, 86, 262. 
brdpyw, 210. 
brddnua, 103. 
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Urogiry.ov, 220. 
UmokdTw, 242, 243. 
Uirombd.ov, 53, 242, 243. 
borepéw, 210, 
torepov, 238. 
bydw, 121. 

‘Pbdvw, 135. 
poBeicba ard, 109. 
ppatw, 154. 
ppovimos, 104. 
puyy, 256. 
pudakTnpiov, 244. 
purdcow, 209, 293 
gurela, 166. 
pas, 184. 
gurivds, 185, 

XiTwY, 54. 
Xiwv, 301. 
xAapmvs, 292, 

XOAH, 293. 
Xopragvw, 41, 171. 
xovs, 104. 
xpnuaticw, 13. 
Xpioros, 2. 
xwpéw, 206. 

Wevdouaprupla, 262. 
Yuxn, 278. 

wdly, 254. 
wpa, 78. 
wpatos, 249. 
woavvd, 221, 
Gore, 287. 
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wpa tyNd, 214. 
RIK, 227. 
ayix, 288. 

np wR, LOL. 
FDR, 269. 
“WR, 39. 
xnbw3, 57. 
“IND 2, 219. 
xan oda ya, 246. 
037°3 "33, 246. 

232 "23, OI. 
npn 33, OI. 
aya) dya, 107. 

w3x 73, Ixxiii. 

on wa, 176. 

y'0’ 1n3, 267. 

xnoad, 293. 
0373, 49. 
ni, 6. 

mM 737, 52, 207. 
"17%, 227. 
5 ana, 122. 
yenn, 221. 
70337, 235, 265. 
Siar, 107. 

$31, 107. 
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an, 143. 
x20, 60. 

I, 47. 
aon, 181. 
Ty a1, 62. 
nena, yw, g 

asv, 288. 

DID, 235, 265. 
2nd, 3°N2, 13. 
p57 ond, 127. 
ows, 112. 
7D, 49. 

» 92 
mp, Ixviii. 
pap, 63. 
DIp jD, 120. 
Sup, 119. 
xno, 89. 
‘723, 301. 

DD}, 94. 
13, 16. 
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nqsi, 7753, 16, 

77 73y, 37. 

1, 278. 

xin Sy, 143. 
moby, 10. 

WY, 39. 
yw, 60. 
pyias, 61. 
NDIS, 57. 
18, 249. 
nos, 16. 

op, 215. 

Rp", 49. 
DIP Ny, 122. 
Dyn, 215. 
‘pdp prs, 122. 
nav, 140. 

N73Y, 247. 
xnav, 126. 

RDaY, 247. 
vobA, 154 
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